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CURRENT TOPICS. 


On THE First pay of the present sittings the number 
of'causes on the list of the Chancery Division was 500. 
Since that time the judges have disposed of about 330 
causes, Dut any one who will take the trouble to glance 
down the cause books will find close upon 400 causes 
still there—hence it appears that no fewer than 230 causes 
have been set. down in six weeks. 





Tue Master or THE Rotts, whose escape from assas- 
sination yesterday has been the subject of universal 
rejoicing, was quite right in saying that assaults on 
civil judges have been extremely rare in this country. 
We do not recall within the last few years any instance 
of an assault on a judge in a civil court more serious 
than that perpetrated by the man from Texas who dis- 
charged at Vice-Chancellor Malins an egg of dubious 
freshness. But in 1616 Sir John Tyndal, one of the 
Masters in Chancery, was killed by a shot fired at him 
while entering his chambers at Lincoln’s-inn by a maa 
called Bertram, against whom Sir John had given a 
decision. The assassin was examined before the At- 
tomey-General and Solicitor-General “according to 
gecial directions given by his Majestie in that behalf,” 
but. committed suicide before he could be punished 
(eee 2 Morant’s History of Essex, 281). A few years later 
avery severe and summary punishment was inflicted on a 
tufian who attempted to injure a judge of assize. 
Chief Justice Richardson, at the assizes at Salis- 
bury in the summer of 1631, was assaulted by a 
prisoner condemned there for felony, who, after his 
condemnation, threw a brickbat at the judge, which 
narrowly missed him. For this an indictment was imme- 
diately drawn by Noy against the prisoner, whose right 
hand was forthwith cut off and fixed to the gibbet upon 
which he was himself immediately hanged in the presence 
of the court (see 2 Dyer, 188b). 





Tx a recent case of The Duke of Northumberland 
y. Todd, Vice-Chancellor Hall has pushed to a con- 
fiderable length the well-known rule that the solicitor 
on the record or his clerk may not administer the 
cath to a deponent on making an affidavit. In the 
ase in question the plaintiff was represented on the 
tecord bya firm of London solicitors, who had the 
tatire conduct of the action. A firm of country soli- 
titors, however, had always acted for the plaintiff in 
local matters, and in pursuance of instructions from the 

lon firm, one of the partners of the country solicitors’ 
firm had collected and prepared the greater part of the 
tridence for the action. Some of the affidavits prepared 
by the country firm were sworn before a partner of that 

who had not been otherwise engaged in the matter. 
An objection to these affidavits was raised by counsel for 
the defendant, and, after considerable argument and 
@onsideration, was allowed by the learned judge. The 
ject of the rule, which was introduced by Lord Hard- 
‘Wicke from the practice at common law (see Jn re Hogan, 
SAtk. 813), was very clearly explained by Vice-Chan- 
Wood in Foster v. Harvey (2 N.R, 448) : “ It 





naturally fell to the solicitor in the cause to prepare the 
affidavits; it was the duty of the person who adminis- 
tered the oath to explain the meaning of the affidavit to 
the witness; and this duty was not likely to be very 
effectually discharged by the person who prepared the 
affidavit, who would, of course, explainit in the sense which 
he himself attached to it.” The rule, the Vice-Chan- 
cellor said, was that “the solicitor in the cause or his 
clerk, by whom the affidavit had to be prepared, ought 
not to administer the oath” (see also the observations of 
Lord Justice Turner on appeal, 3 N. R. 98). Lord Romilly 
also said (In re Gregg, 18 W. R., at p. 590, L. R. 9 
Eq., at p. 144), that “an affidavit must not be sworn 
before a solicitor who is acquainted with all the facts of 
the case, and who is employed to corduct it to a suc- 
cessful termination.” Now, as the affidavits in Duke of 
Northumberland v. Todd were not sworn before the 
solicitor on the record, nor before the solicitor by whom 
the affidavits had been prepared, nor, so far as appears, 
before a solicitor acquainted with all the facts of the 
case, it is a little difficult to see how, on principle, the 
affidavits were objectionable. 





Vice-CHanceLLor M \11ns appears to have felt greatly 
outraged because the Vourt of Appeal was informed, in 
a case of Ashbury v. Lewis, that an interim order 
granted in his court was equivalent to an order for three 
months, and he seems to have wasted the time of the 
court in controverting this absolutely undeniable state- 
ment, and in the consequent “mutual scolding-match” 
with counsel, in a manner which would have done credit 
to the energies of the most determined “ obstructive” 
who ever crossed the Irish Channel. The particular 
evil complained of in this case is not new; and its im- 
mediate cause is to be found in a rule long since estab- 
lished by the Vice-Chancellor, with the concurrence of 
two or three gentlemen, then the leaders of the court, 
but, in spite of the most strenuous opposition of all the 
leading juniors of the day; that “interim orders madeand 
undertakings given, lasted, without being expressly con- 
tinued, until the motions were disposed of.” The rule 
in question, than which nothing more unjust to defend. 
ants can possibly be imagined, was unquestionably very 
convenientfor the judge and the principal leading counsel 
in the court. For the judge, because he thus got rid of 
that mauvais quarte d'heure to which the Vice-Chan- 
cellors had so often to submit when, just as the magic 
hour of four arrived, every junior in the front row rose 
to his legs at once, each eagerly asking the judge to 
“allow him to mention” such and such a case, with a 
view to keeping matters in statu quo till next motion 
day: for the principal leading counsel in the court, 
because it afforded a most powerful inducement to 
plaintiffs to select that particular branch of the court 
for a large class of injunction cases. Moreover, in a 
court where, from reasons to which we will refer by 
and by, motions are never exhausted, nothing is more 
proper than that those leading counsel who have many 
more motions to make than they have any opportunity 
of making, should select for precedence those which in 
their judgment are the most pressing; nothing more 
natural than that they should defer till the last 
possible moment those eases in which they had 
already the assured advantage of an interim order, 
more especially when it was at least doubtful whether, 
on argument, it could be sustained. Do not let 
us be misunderstood :—we impute no blame to counsel 
for their action in this matter: it was cleary 
their duty to use the machinery of the court in the 
manner most conducive to the interest of their clients, 
and ifa part of that machinery pressed unfairly upon 
defendants, it would be too much ‘to expect that the 
plaintiff's counsel should take that inte consideration 
against his own client. But so oppressively did the rale 
im question in fact act against detendante "is have 
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known more than one case in which it was found 
necessary to give counter-notice of motion to dissolve 
the inferim order (thus giving the plaintiff all the 
advantage ex parte which he would have got from an 
injunction regularly obtained) as the only available 
means of forcing on the motion. 

It may be asked, as the Vice-Chancellor himself is 
reported to have asked last Friday, How does it come 
about that the same or similar evils are not felt in other 
branches of the court? The number of motions dis- 
posed of by the Master of the Rolls is certainly not less 
than double—we think probably three or four times— 
that heard and adjudicated on by the Vice-Chancellor, 
and yet no such pernicious effect as that we have been 
endeavouring to describe has been felt in his court ; 
and the like may be said, with a difference in degree, 
for the other courts of the Chancery Division. The 
answer is, we think, twofold. In the first place, the 
necessity of mentioning at the close of every motion 
day the interim orders and undertakings which it is 
proposed to continue, affords an opportunity to de- 
fendants of “ putting plaintiffs on terms” as the price of 
such continuance, and any attempt on the part of 
counsel to postpone from week to week any particular 
case against the will of his antagonist would be promptly 
met by the discharge of the inferim order, and even, if 
the defendant chose to press the matter to extremities, 
by granting the costs of an abandoned motion, if not 
moved at the next opportunity. But we fear that the 
ultimate cause of the difference which seems to have so 
perplexed the Vice-Chancellor lies deeper, and that “‘ the 
root of the matter” must be looked for, not in any regu- 
lations, however defective, or any course of practice, 
however one-sided, but in the idiosyncracy of the Vice- 
Chancellor himself. We wish to speak with 
respect of Vice-Chancellor Malins ; we know him to be 
indefatigable, earnest, urbane (when not ruffled), 
and unceasingly anxious for the furtherance of 
justice; we believe him to be utterly unconscious 
of those peculiarities of mind and manner which 
conduce so greatly to the waste of public time, 
and sometimes to more serious results, in his court. 
But it would not be just either to him or to our readers 
were we to attempt to disguise our settled conviction, 
founded upon intimate experience of long standing, that 
the apparently irrepressible tendency to go off into long 
discussions upon questions generally immaterial and fre- 
quently simply personal which characterized his lordship 
at the bar and clings to him on the beneh, lies at the 
very foundation of all the evils complained of. The 
others are, indeed, but the surface symptoms arising, 
almost ex necessitate rei, from this, the source of the 
evil. We remember some years ago being told by a 
gentleman, then in considerable practice outside the bar, 
that, on one occasion, at the end of an “ argument” of 
about forty-five minutes’ duration, a paper was handed 
up to him by a friend containing these words, “ You 
were interrupted 94 times by the judge and 46 times 
by your opponent.” The story may be, probably is, an 
exaggeration ; but si non e vero e ben trovato; it at all 
events affords a fair representation of the course of a 
court where the normal fate of an argument is to resolve 
iteelf into a conversation between the judge and the 

counsel on both sides, all speaking at once. 





We opsezve that an endeavour is made in the County 
Government Bill to remedy the admitted abuses attend- 
ing the election of county coroners. By the 26th clause 
it is proposed to enact that ‘‘ when a vacancy occurs in 
the office of a coroner who was elected to that office by 
a writ de coronatore eligendo, that writ shall not issue 
. + «+ but a writ shall be directed to the county board 
of thecounty . . . requiring such county board to 
proceed as soon as practicable to the appointment of a 
duly qualified person as coroner.” The county board is 





persons ‘elected by elective guardians,’ and the 
pointment is to take place “in general meeting” by, 
majority of votes. The new writ is to be issued by thy 
Lord Chancellor on the petition of two or more member, 
of the board, and is to be in such form as the Lon 
Chancellor may from time to time determine. If th, 
board fail to comply with the writ, the Lord Chancel, 
may appoint the coroner himself. We are glad tha 
something is to be done, but we cannot congratulate the 
Government on the mode of doing it. In the first p 
who is a duly qualified person? The statute of Weg, 
minster the First, 3 Ed. 1, c. 10, restricted the choig 
to ‘‘ les plus leals et sages chivalers,” but this require. 
ment, though not repealed, seems to have been some, 
what weakened by 28 Ed. 3, c. 6, which specifies “ lg 
plus convenables et plus loiala gentz”; and, although 
in old times a communis mercator has been discharged, 
it is notorious that in modern times a priort qualification 
there is none, and that the only a posteriori disqualif. 
cation is proof of such “ inability or misbehaviour” gg 
may induce'the Lord Chancellor to remove the offender, 
under 23 & 24 Vict. c. 116, s. 6. Clearly, therefore, it 
is time to settle the question of qualification. In the 
second place, what is the object of allowing the Lon 
Chancellor from time to time to determine the form of 
the new writ ? The writ de coronatore eligendo runs to the 
sheriff (see Steph. Com. 7th ed., vol. 2, p. 635), “ quod talem 
eligi faciat, qui melius et sciat, et velit, et possit, officio 
illi intendere.” Is it wished that the Lord Chancellor 
should have the power of defining the qualification? If 
so, this ought to be more clearly expressed. We notice 
that the Bill contains no schedule of repeals, and asit 
will be nevessary to repeal more than one statute touch. 
ing the election of county coroners—in particular 7 &8 
Vict. c. 92, passed for the remedy of “ the great and un. 
necessary expense” attending elections—perhaps the 
elause found its way into the Bill by an afterthought. In 
its present crude state the proposal will probably be met 
with the objection that if the law of coroners is tobe 
dealt with it all, it ought to be dealt with in a separate 
and exhaustive Bill of its own. But the present mode 
of election in counties is so utterly absurd that we think 
the clause, even as it stands, is preferable to doing 
nothing. And it has the merit of assimilating the mode 
of election to that obtaining—under the Municipal Cor- 
porations Act, 1835, 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 76, 5. 62—in 
boroughs having a separate court of quarter sessions. 





We rixp in a recent issue of a daily newspaper a 
letter, signed ‘‘ Francis K. Munton,”’ from which we 
take the following extract :— 


‘* Every lawyer knows that it was not till 1861 thats 
professional man became amenable (in the general way) to 
the Bankruptcy Laws, or, to speak more correctly, was en- 
abled to avail himself of ach legislation, At an early 
period after the 1861 Act came into operation I was #0 
much struck with the frequency of solicitors passing through 
the court, tuat I commenced making a regular note of them 
in my law list; and some years back I publicly drew the 
attention of the Incorporated Law Society (in a 
which was reported in most journals at the time) to the 
astonishing fact that scarcely a single page of the was 
without one or more marks of reference. But more recently 
the number of bankruptcies, liquidations, or compositions 
by professional men has increased at a greater rate still, aod 
at this date my notes in question present a most formids 
appearance. I sm almost tempted to give the exact figures, 
but perhaps I have said enough for the purpose. 
who have had any experience in these matters know that 
professional men rarely become bankrupt incidental to their 
true calling, and it is easy to understand why this is 9, 
for the very nature of the solicitor’s avocation 
4 fortiori, the barrister’s—excludes him from such losses 48 
commonly belong to commerce, It is the desire of people 
to dabble in matters altogether foreign to their occupation 
which leads to anges ruin, and I, ye hy should on? 

ity given to failures traces 
a detrimental 
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strust, whereby the innoceot are made to 
suffer with the guilty.” 
We entirely agree with the last sentence of this extract, 
and would only add to it this—that the announcement in a 
daily journal of such a state of things as Mr. Munton 
suggests is calculated to give rise to still more wide- 
spread distrust. As, from the close resemblance of the 
opening sentences of the extract to those in the letter 
quoted by Sir H. W. Peek, we are led to surmise that we 
have now arrived at the source of the information which 
has caused so much disquietude to that hon. member, 
we think we are entitled to ask Mr. Munton to favour 
the profession with “the exact figures” which he was 
“almost tempted to give” to the daily paper. If it is really 
the case that a thousand or sosolicitors now practising have 
availed themselves of the Bankruptcy Act, it is particu- 
larly desirable that the fact should beclearly established, in 
order that the rest of the profession may consider whether 
means should not be adopted to rid themselves of this 
stigma, and to check the evil in the future. Mr, Munton, 
we feel sure, will not hesitate to give to our readers the 
exact number of solicitors named in the Law List for 
1878 whom he can guarantee to have, at some time or 
other since they have been in practice as solicitors, filed 
petitions in bankruptcy or liquidation. He will also, no 
doubt, be able to tell us whether the information on which 
his “regular notes ” have been entered in his Law Lists 
for seventeen successive years has been derived exclusively 
from the London Gazette, and whether he has always 
himself entered the notes, and checked the copying of 
the notes from each one of the successive yearly Law 
Lists since 1861? And if Mr. Munton would favour 
us, confidentially, with the names and dates of bank- 
tuptcy orliquidation of solicitors mentioned, say, in the last 
ten pages of the London list, we will guarantee that the 
tames shall not be divulged, and the arithmetical results 
only shall be communicated to our readers. What we 
want is something more tangible than general assertions ; 
for it is obvious that, before anything can be done, 
definite and accurate information must be furnished as 
to the extent of the evil complained of. 





We ARE ENABLED to publish in another column an 
order of transfer, just made, of causes from the list of 
Vice-Chancellor Malins to that of Mr. Justice Fry. 
None of the causes transferred will be heard by the 
latter learned judge before March 11. 








The judges of the superior courts of Philadelphia, says 
Central Law Journal, have presented a mamorial t> the 
governor, asking to be relieved from the duty now imposed 
os by law,of making appointments to various city 


Mr. Hinde Palmer, Q.C, in a letter to the Times, points 


ing imprisonment from one to three months on ‘‘ whoever 
induce another perscn to make over to bim money 
by the communication of false intelligence, or by ho'ding 
out the prospect of profitable enterprize, in a fraudulent 
manner,” goes on to provide that the punishment may be 
ereased to six months, “when the offender shall have in- 
spired special confidence by his sccial condition or by his 
eecupation.’’ 
On Friday week a deputation from the Association of 
ipal Corporations waited upon the Treasury, and 
Were received Colonel Stanley, who, in reply to the re- 
that the Treasury would reconsider the inadequacy 
allowance now made for the costsof prosecutions at 
Sessions, gave the deputation to understand that he 
Would represent their views to the Government. He ad- 
suns, bowever, that he could not seo any intermediate 
Wi 


THE COST OF THE ADMINISTRATION OF 
CIVIL JUSTICE. 


| The recent correspondence between the Lord Chan- 
cellor and the Lord Chief Justice shows plainly enough 
that, in the opinion of the latter, more judges are needed 
to conduct with efficiency the business of the common 
law divisions. And, putting aside the argument as to 
deterioration in the quality of judges likely to arise from 
an increase in their number—an argument which can 
hardly be urged with effect when the proposal is only 
to bring the bench up to its numbers two years ago—the 
only remaining reason against the increase is an economi- 
calone. As to this it is important to ascertain how far 
the administration of civil justice is self-supporting, and 
we have compiled from parliamentary returns and other 
documents a table, showing the number of the 
judges and officers of the Supreme Court, with their 
salaries. It appears from this table that the salaries 
of the twenty-nine judges amount to £155,000, and 
those of the 723 officials to £283,779, or a total of 
£438,779. It also appears, by a further column of the 
table, that the aggregate amount of fees of court and 
sums received for stamps, &c., amounts to £383,971. As 
the salaries of the judges were originally charged on the 
Consolidated Fund they should not properly be brought 
into the account, but if they are brought in there appears 
to be a deficiency of £54,808. Against this amount, 
however, there is to be set the sum of £106,050, the 
interest on the Chancery Suitors’ Fund, which was taken 
for the building of the New Law Courts, and now falls 
into revenue, and leaves a balance in favour of the 
Exchequer of £51,252. The cost of rent, repairs, taxes, 
stationery, and incidental expenses amounts to £61,4u3, 
which, being set against the £51,250, shows a finalbal ace 
of £10,153 against the State. But this balance would, in 
fact, be on the other side of the account, if, as has been 
suggested, half the salaries of the judges of the common 
law divisions were attributed to criminal business. 
Thus it will be seen how very nearly civil justice in this 
country is self-supporting. 





No. JUDGES OF THE SUPREME CoURT. ae aad 
6 Ordinary Judges of the Court of Appeal ., 31000 
Chanar; Division. 
1 Lord Chancellor ee <s «e ee 6e0e 
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Common Law Divisions. 
5 Judges, Q.B. Division ea s we 23000 
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3 Clerks .. 43 «. 38800 00 
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VALUATION LIST UNDER UNION ASSESS- 
MENT COMMITTEE AMENDMENT ACT. 


(Rawlence v. Guardians of Hursley Union, Ex. D., 26 
W. R. 81, L. R. 3 Ex. D. 44.) 


This case is of more general importance than the 
reader might at first suppose. It decides that the 
valuation required by section 4 of the Union 
Assessment Committee Amendment Act is not-a 
field valuation, but one giving the collective value of the 
hereditaments of each occupier. The action was for 
work done by the plaintiff as a valuer for the Assessment 
Committee of the Union. In the valuation which’ the 
plaintiff had made, the sixth column contained the 
estimated extent of each parcel of land in the occupier’s 
occupation, and the total of such parcels; and the gross 
estimated rental dnd rateable value were carried out in 
the last two columns opposite to and in respect of those 
totals, and not against every item inthe list, The ques- 
tion for the court was whether the valuation list so 
framed was a sufficient valuation under the 27 & 28 
Vict. c, 39, 8, 4, or whether the defendants were 
entitled to have a separate valuation of each field in 
their several occupations. The court, in giving judgment, 
not only decided that the valuation was sufficient, but 
went out of its way to say that the valuation had gone 
into unnecessary detail in setting out the particulars of 
the different fields, 


Feb. 23, 1878; 


practical knowledge of the working of the thing deriyeg 
from experience. We believe that many chairmen of 
quarter sessions (about whom, as criminal judges, we 
have not much that is favourable to say) would be 
better judges of the practical bearings of the q 

here decided by the Exchequer Division than 
judges. It is, no doubt, well settled that the meanj 
of a statute is not to be judged of by the intention as 
derived from what took place when it was passed, but. 
from the words; but it is not a little curious that the 
decision we are commenting upon completely nullifies 
the real object with which the insertion of the 4th 
section of the Union Assessment Committee Amendment 
Act was procured. The section was, we beli 
inserted at the instance of the late Lord St. Leonards 
Sor the express purpose of securing a separate valuation 
of the parcels of each occupation. It was argued before 
the Exchequer Division that the object was that in cage 
of an altered distribution of the various parcels the 
Assessment Committee might not be obliged to have 
them revalued. There is some force in that argument; 
but it may be urged in answer that it is obvio 
possible that a parcel might have a different value 
according to what might constitute the rest of the 
property held therewith. The real object of the section, 


greatest possible difficulty is cast upon him by having 
a lump valuation thrown at his head without any items, 
It may be that something is included that he does not 
occupy, or some particular parcel is overrated or incor. 
rectly estimated. He has no means of judging where 
the point of error is. If he wants relief he must go to 
the Assessment Committee and to the sessions prepared 
to attack the whole valuation. So, also, the Assessment 
Committee will not know what particular item is the 
y bone of contention. In order to show what the effect. 
of the decision will be we have only to look at frequently 
occurring instances. A country gentleman or nobleman 
occupies a mansion house, a park, woodlands, perhaps 
a farm or two as well, and various workshops and 
buildings connected with the occupation, and so forth, 
According to the decision it is sufficient if all the here- 
ditaments in one occupation are lumped together. The 
inconvenience is manifest. It is most essential to the 
occupier to know what the value put upon the different 
items is. Anyone familiar with the manners and 
customs of valuers will appreciate at once their pre- 
ference for the lump valuation. It is much less trouble- 
some and much less open to critical analysis, 

The words of the section are, no doubt, somewhat 
ambiguous. It is as follows:—-‘‘ When a valuer is 
appointed by the Assessment Committee, he shall make 
his valuation in writing, showing the particulars of the 
several hereditaments comprised therein, and the amounts 
at which he has valued the same respectively,” &. 
Now, the words are quite capable of the construction we 
advocate. There is an ambiguity about the term 
“ hereditaments.” It is rather assumed by the judgment 
to mean the total occupation, but we do not know why 
it should do so. We should think it naturally referred 
to the actual divisions of land, commonly cal 
“parcels.” But assuming that it is otherwise, “particulars 
of the hereditaments” to our mind mean more naturally 
that the particulars of which each hereditament is com- 
posed are to be given, than that the particulars to be 
given are merely the contents of each hereditament in 
the lump. Then, again, it is no great stretch of language 
to read the section as meaning that the value of each of 
the particulars, not of each hereditament merely, is to be 
given. There are no words in the section which ¢x- 
pressly lead to the conclusion that the total extent and 
value of each occupation is all that need be given. 

The vice of the construction the court has put on 
section appears to us to be that it deprives it of all sub- 
stantial meaning. Of course, the valuer must give the 





extent and value of each occupation, If the section, 


we believe, was the protection of the occupier. The. 
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sqehich, it must be observed, is in an Amending Act, had 
never been passed, he must at least have done this, 
g to the law as it existed before the Act, in order 


‘Ao make anything that would serve as a valuation for 


the purposes of rating, because the Assessment Com- 
mittee must have at least these particulars. But when 
a section is inserted in an Amending Act it is not too 
much to suppose that it was intended to meet some 
want or cure some defect. It seems to us, too, that the 
concluding words of the section lend very great assist- 
ance to the conclusion that something more was intended 
than what the court has held to be sufficient. They are 
as follow:—‘‘ Which shall be open to inspection in 
like manner and with the same incidents with respect to 
‘the taking of copies or extracts as the minute books of 
the committee.” It would appear from the terms of 
the question submitted to the court in Rawlence v. 
Hursley Guardians, that the valuation made by the 

tiff was intended to be identical in form with the 
yaluation list; but we do not know that this is neces- 
sarily to be so. The section refers to the new valuation 
made by the valuer. 


contain no more information than must in every case be 
given to the occupier by the valuation list. By the 
terms of the Union Assessment Committee Act, 1862, 
s. 23, the occupier has a right to see the valuation list. 
It is obvious that something more than this is intended. 
It is intended that when a new valuation is made alter- 


- ing the old estimate of value, information should be 


given to the occupier as to how the new value is arrived 
at. No such information is given, and if the decision 
of the Exchequer Division is correct, there really is no 
use in his having a right to see the valuation at all. 








THE LATE MR. THOMAS CHITTY. 


Aman who, as the writer of an interesting notice in the 
leading journal put it, ‘‘for nearly sixty years had 


borne the burden of a large business in the most | 
laborious of professions,” could hardly fail to be remark- | 
; partner. 


able mentally; and it would be superfluous for a 
legal journal to say anything of the learning, skill, and 
acuteness of the great pleader who has passed from us. 
They have become a tradition on the common law side 
of the profession. But something should be said of the 
influence exercised by Mr. Chitty through his pupil- 
tom. ‘The Irish bar, we believe, assign a good deal of 
importance to the “ father of the bar” ; and if anyone 
deserved that title on this side of the Channel it was Mr. 
Chitty. The number of his pupils was enormous. It 
has been correctly stated in the journals that among 
them he could reckon Lord Chancellor Cairns, Lord 
O'Hagan, Chief Justice Whiteside, Mr. Justice Willes, 
Wr. Justice ‘Quain, and Sir James Hannen, and in addi- 
tion we may mention the late Sir J. Emerson Tennent, 
atone time secretary to the Board of Trade, and after- 
wards member for Belfast; also the late John Forster, 
author of “Statesmen of the Commonwealth,” “ Bio- 
ae Essays,” “Life of John Eliot,” ‘* Life of 
Goldsmith,” “ Life of Charles Dickens,” &c. 
Mr. Tennent, Mr. Forster, and Mr. Whiteside 
were in Mr. Chitty’s chambers at the same time. 
We may add the following names which occur to us of 
er pupils of the eminent special pleader:——Mr. 
Thomas i. Fellows (a judge of the Supreme Court of 
); Mr, Samuel Prentice, Q.0.; Mr. Henry 

ews, Q.0.; Mr. Farrer Herschell, Q.C.; Mr. Phil- 
brick, Q.0.; Mr. Bidder, Q.C.; Mr. W. Grantham, Q.C., 
UP,; Mr. J. 0. Mathew; Mr. Pollock; Mr. A. L. Smith ; 
Me. Herbert Broom, LL.D.; the late Mr, 0. M. Lanyon ; 
MnCharles Crompton; Mr. Lumley Smith; Mr. Montagu 
; and Mr, Reilly, the Parliamentary draftsman. In 


Q Wnection with this subject it will not be out of 
Place to allude to Mr. Chitty’s singular influence 
| Omer young men with whom he was brought in 








Now it would be absurd to pro- | 
vide that this must be open to inspection if it is to , 





contact. Such was the ‘vigour of his mind and the 
freshness and charm of his manner, that he came to be 
regarded, not only as the faithful counsellor, but as the 
friend and companion of men not nearly half his age. 
A place in his pupil-room was greatly sought after, not 
merely from Mr. Chitty’s large business and high reputa- 
tion as a lawyer, but also because he was, as has been 
truly said, ‘‘ an eminently bright, cheerful, kindly man,” 
who hardly ever failed to secure the respect and affection 
of his pupils. 

As a legal author, Mr. Chitty will, of course, be best 
remembered by his “ Forms of Practical Proceedings,” 
of which he had, at the time of his death, in conjunc- 
tion with his grandson, Mr. Thomas Willes Chitty, pre- 
pared for the press the 11th edition. He also edited 
several of tbe earlier editions of Archbold’s Queen’s 
Bench Practice, and the 29th edition of Burn’s Justice 
of the Peace. 

But any sketch of the late Mr. Chitty would be utterly 
incomplete if it were confined to his position and repute 
as a lawyer. Without dwelling on the well-known 
kindness and geniality which endeared him to his 
personal friends, we must touch, however imper- 
fectly, upon some of his less-known characteristics. 
It should be recorded that the great pleader was an 
ardent musician. He had an excellent ear, and was 
an accomplished player upon the violincello (Mr, Linley 
was his tutor), and often on his return home after a 
hard day’s work, Mr. Chitty, with his wonderful power 
of throwing off the cares and anxieties of business, would 
devote a spare half-hour to his favourite instrument. 
Many will recollect the pleasant musical evenings when 
Mr. Chitty would take a leading part in the instru- 
mental quartetts. He was not less skilful as a 
whist-player. His retentive memory made him a master 
of the game without that close and laborious attention 
which players often devote to it. And it must not be 
omitted to be stated that he invariably preserved 
his pleasant and genial temperament even with inex- 
perienced players (no common virtue), and he would 
often pass off with a joke some atrocious blunder per- 
petrated by a “young hand” who happened to be his 


Earnest as Mr. Chitty was in business, he was always 
ready to sympathise with active and manly pursuits. 
He took a warm interest in the volunteer movement, and 
at one time was seldom absent from the muster of the 
Inns of Court corps when the members assembled for 
drill, or for ‘‘ marching out.” To him the regiment 
was indebted for the successful organization of the band, 
and he was indefatigable in urging young legal recruits 
to become members of the corps. He was also a steady 
and zealous supporter of a law clerks’ cricket club, which 
has long flourished under his kindly auspices. It 
afforded him genuine pleasure to attend the annual 
social gatherings of the club when the reports were read, 
and prizes distributed for deeds of prowess in the cricket 
field. His welcome presence—now, alas, a thing of the 
past—will long be held in grateful remembrance. 





In the House of Commons, on Thursday, Mr. Bowen asked 
the Attorney-General if his attention had been called to the 
case of Hume v. Hume and others in the Divorce Court, and 
the observations of the President on the anomaly that, 
although “he had power,” he said, ‘‘under the Divorce 
Acts to order the husband, when the successful party in the 
suit, to make @ provision for the guilty wife, he had no 
pewer to make such afi order in favour of an innocent wife, 
even though left destitute, on succeeding in her suit.” The 
Attorney-General said the observations of the President were 
not accurately given. What he said was that he had no power 
when the husband was unsuccessful, and had been guilty 
himeelf of a matrimonial offence, to make vision for a 
guilty wife. The defect was intended to be remedied by 8 
provision in Mr, Herschell’s Bill, which the Government 
would support. 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 


CHARGE UPON PROPERTY RECOVERED 
OR PRESERVED. 

(Owen v. Henshaw, V.C.H., 26 W. R. 188; Pilcher v. 
Arden, Ex parte Brook, V.C.B. & C.A., 26 W. R. 163, 
273; Faithfull v. Ewen, C.A., 26 W. BR. 270; Bulley 
v. Bulley, V.C.B., 26 W. R. 310.) 

In Heinrich v. Sutton (19 W. R. 1075, L. R. 6 Ch: 

365), the Court of Appeal expressed a strong opinion 

that, as under the terms of section 28 of the Solicitors Act, 


1860, the granting of the charge was to be the subject of 


judicial inquiry and discretion, this discretion would 


“be best exercised by the judge before whom the suit was 
“heard, and that it would be inconsistent-with the spirit 


of the section that one judge should exercise a judicial 
discretion in respect of a matter which had been heard 


“before another judge. The question in the first of the 


cases mentioned above was whether, where an action 
marked for Vice-Chancellor Hall had been tried by Hud- 
dleston, B. and a jury at Liverpool, the Vice-Chancellor 


~ had jurisdiction to make a charging order on the pro- 


perty preserved. Under the language of the section 
and of the judgment above quoted there could be little 
doubt that the judge before whom the action was 
actually tried was the proper authority to make the 
order; and so Vice-Chancellor Hall held. 

In Pilcher v. Arden, Ex parte Brook, after an order 
had been made in an administration suit directing the 
costs of all parties to be taxed and paid out of funds in 
court, the share of the plaintiff was assigned to the Law 
Reversionary Interest Society, with notice that his soli- 
citor had a claim for costs. The plaintiff subsequently, 
before the costs had been taxed and paid, changed his 
solicitor, and the dismissed solicitor took out a summons 


- for a charging order on the plaintiff's share. This order 


was resisted on the ground that the solicitor had elected 
to take his remedy by the order for taxation; or, at all 
events, that there was no necessity for the charging order, 
his costs having been ordered to be taxed and paid, and 
there being ample funds in court to meet them. The 
answer given to this contention by Vice-Chancellor 
Bacon was that “the statute has given to the solicitor 
the right to call for a charge whenever he thinks fit, 
+ + . and nothing can be said against it, except by 
purchasers for value without notice.” It was clear that 
the Reversionary Society had full notice of the solici- 
tor’s claim; hence the charging order was made, and 
was affirmed by the Court of Appeal. 

In Faithfull v. Ewen the question was as to the 
priority of the solicitor’s charge over a charge created 
by a deed, the execution of which he had sanctioned. 
The solicitor of the plaintiffs, in a suit to charge 
the defendants for a breach of trust in the admi- 
nistration of 2 testator’s estate, had (as the court 
found) sanctioned the execution by the plaintiffs of a 
deed whereby they indemnified the defendants as to 
part of the sum claimed, and charged their beneficial 
interests under the will with the performance of 
their covenant. It appeared that, at the time of the 
execution of the deed no question was asked the plain- 
tiffs’ solicitor about hie costs ; he did not in any way mis- 
lead the parties, but he said nothing about the costs. 
It was contended that the solicitor, by not insisting on 
his rights, had waived his priority of charge; but the 
Court of Appeal held that, as the defendants were aware 
of the pending suit, they must be presumed to have 
known the rights under the statute of the solicitor for 
the plaintiffs; and if they desired to have a charge para- 
mount to his they should have inquired of the solicitor 
whether his costs had been paid, or, if not, whether he 
was willing to forego them in favour of the defendantw’ 
charge. The court held that the solicitor's statutory 
charge was entitled to priority. 

In Bulley v. Bulley the defendant, John B., bad suc- 





cessfully resisted a claim by the plaintiff to land helq 
by John B. as trustee, as to two-fifths for h 

and as to the other three-fifths for Jane B. and others, 
John B.’ssolicitors not being able to obtain payment of 
their costs, asked for a charge, not only on John B/’s 
beneficial interest, but on the shares of Jane B. and 
others. The charge was resisted on the ground that the 
solicitor had not been retained by the owners of these 
shares, and it was contended that no other pro 
than that of the client himself could be charged; but 
Bacon, V.C., held that the principle upon which section 
28 was founded resembled that of the law of saly, 
where no inquiry is made as to who is the owner of the 
ship, but the salvor receives a just remuneration for his 
services; it was immaterial who was, in fact, the owner of 
the property preserved. It was contended, further, that 
the solicitor could not stand in a better position than the 
trustee by whom he was retained, and therefore that the 
claim for costs must be subject to all the equities be. 
tween the trustee and the cestuis que trust. But the 
Vice-Chancellor said the right of the solicitor was not 
through the trustee, but under the statute, and he was 
entitled to all his costs as against the estate. 


“ PROPER COSTS” INCURRED IN RELATION 
TO PENDING PROCEEDINGS FOR LIQUI- 
DATION. 


(In re Elliott, Ex parte Hopper, C.J.B., 26 W. R. 171) 


Lord Justice Mellish, in Hx parte Jeffrey (22 W.R. 
287, L. R. 9 Ch. 144) explained the object of rule 292 
of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1870 (which provides that 
where bankruptcy occurs pending proceedings for or 
towards liquidation by arrangement or composition the 
proper costs incurred in relation to such proceedings 
must be paid by the trustee under the bankruptcy out 
of the debtor's estate, unless the court shall otherwise 
order) to be that a solicitor might know that if he acted 
properly he would get his costs. In the present case 
after creditors had duly resolved to accept a composition 
of 15s. in the pound, payable by instalments, and the 
resolution had been confirmed and registered, the 
debtor’s solicitor, immediately before the first instalment 
became due, obtained leave, under section 126, to call a 
meeting of creditors, “to add to or vary” the 
composition, at which the statutory majority agreed 
to accept a composition of 3s. in the pound, and 
this resolution was duly confirmed. The registrar re 
fused to register the resolutions; the county court 
judge confirmed his decision, and the debtor was subse- 
quently adjudicated a bankrupt. The court held that 
the costs of the solicitor relating to the second resolu- 
tions were not ‘“‘ proper costs,” inasmuch as the second 
meeting was an attempt to evade the doctrine of Hz parle 
Sydney (23 W. R. 205). The case was obviously not 
within the object of the rule as explained by Lord 
Justice Mellish. 





On Saturday at Guildhall, before Mr. Justice Hawkins, 
when the cases inthe day’s list were called on, neither 
counsel ror solicitors appeared, and they were all 
out of the list. Afterwards the counsel for the defendant 
in one case applied to have it restored ; but the | 
judge said he would only restore it with the consent of the 
other side, and then he would only place the case at 
tom of the general list. 


In the House of Commons last week, in answer to Mr. 
Cowen, Mr. Cross stated that h's attention had not been 
spreially called to the case of Regina v. Truel ve, st the close of 
which the Lord Chief Justice had directed that « particular 
juror should not be put on a jury again, He had, however, 
a letter from the Lord Chief Justice, and would be happy 
show it to the hon. momber if ho wished to see it. It ep- 
peared from that letter that the orders respecting the Pres 
were given, not because he had refused to agree with the 
rest of the jury, but because he had behaved obstina‘'ely om 
& former occasion, 
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Rebhtews. 
SEISIN. 


Tus SzIsIN OF THE Freesotp; Bere Twetve Lectures 
DELIVERED IN Grax’s Inn Hatt, in tHe Montus oF 
Janvaky AND Fesrvary, 1876. By Josuva Witutams, 

., of Lincoln’s Inn, one of Ler Majesty’s Counsel, 
Professor of the law of Real and Personal Property to 
the Council of Legal Education. H. Sweet. 


The question whether any special advantage can be 
incident to the form of teaching by lectures has been 
often answered by lecturing, and the occasional failure 
on publication of lectures that had filled the class-room, 
illustrates the importance of the personal element which 
distinguishes a book in breeches from a book in boards. 
We gather from the bald memoir prefixed by Clitherow 
to Sir Wm. Blackstone's reports that the great success of 
the early lectures at Oxford, which suggested the Vinerian 
foundation was, perhaps, due as much to the nervous 
and energetic temperament of the man as to the matter 
and composition of the lectures, which he did not think 
worthy of publication until they had been expanded, 
elaborated, and corrected, during many years. In the 

t case the lecturer’s acknowledged mastery of the 
subject, and power of lucid exposition give assurance of 
success. 

The subject of the group of lectures now published is 
Seisin, as it affects (1) tenure; (2) descent; (3) convey- 
ance; and (4) settlements. The author explains that 
it is chosen as appearing to be a good illustration of the 
growth of our English lawof real property. Hemighthave 
added that there can be no better way to a sound know- 
ledge of existing law than the investigation, singly and 
in succession, of the leading ideas which lie at its root, 
in their origin, development, and legal consequences ; 
and it is to be hoped that the reputation of Gray's Inn 
Hall asaschool of real property law will be continued and 
extended by the reading and publication of other mono- 
graphs on the plan of that before us, which, indeed, we 
wish to regard as introductory only to a series wherein 
the ramifications of doctrine, springing from the concep- 
tion of seisin, will be further pursued. In fact, from the 
uature of seisin, which, as Mr. Williams observes, was 
originally a name for possession of any kind, and from 
itsdevelopment by the courts and the Legislature, may 
be deduced historically and methodically the whole law 
ofreal property. The possession of the land was called 
sisin, whether it was enjoyed by the frecholder himself 
ot for him by his tenant for years, whose occupation was 
defended by the lord, because, as the tenant’s eviction 
was the disseisin of the lord, the wrongdoer could be 
med by the lord only and not by the tenant, unless the 
Wrongdoer was the lord himself, when of necessity the 
Tight of action by the tenant arose. Bracton, who found 
the tenant for years with this right, calls his possession 
teisin, “ Non magis potiret aliquis firmarim ejicere de 

sua quam tenentem aliquem de libero tenemento 

me, Et inde si ille ejecerit qui tradidit seisinam resti- 
tut cum damnis’? (lib. 4,c. 36). In the time of Edward 
UL the dispossessed termor could, on the writ de ejec- 
nae, recover damages for eviction by a stranger, 

tad afterwards he was allowed the like writ to recover 
oes (Bro. Ab. Quare Ejecit, cit. 7 ed. 4, o. 6). 
this writ comes the modern action of ejectment 
tading, if the plaintiff wins, with a direction to the 
theriff to put him into possession of the land, one of the 
few ces of specific relief in our law. Thus, from 
thin we proceed to the learning of real aud mixed 
and thence eusily to that of fines and recoveries, 

te destruction of estates tail and remainders, the limita- 
of remedies, and the extinguishment by adverse pos. 
of rights and estates, all of which we hope will 
treated fully in another course. This mode of ex- 
the law by its history gives opportunity for 
on the operation and policy of the rules 





= i 


which are still in force or have left traces of their action, 
and for illustrations that could not well have been 
introduced into a mere compendium. For example, the 
connection between the past and the present is well 
shown in the following passage, extracted from the first 
lecture (p. 22) :— 


“This Act (the statute guia emptores) is still unrepealed, 
and it is one which is constantly in operation. How far it 
is now beneficial may be a question. Wardships and the 
right of marriage of infant heirs, and all other feudal 
benefits of knight’s service, have long since been abolished ; 
but the consequence of the existence of this statute is that, 
if an owner of land suitable for building wishes to convey 
it in plots to purchasers in fee simple, reserving a rent out 
of each plot to himself and heirs, he is prevented from 
doing so directly by this statute. He is obliged to have 
recouree to the shift of first conveying the plots to the 
purchaser in fee, to be holden of the same lord whoever 
he may be, of whom the vendor formerly held them ; and 
he must then procure each purchaser to grant him a rent- 
charge out of the plots so conveyed, to be enjoyed by the 
vendor and his heirs for ever. This rent-charge is con- 
sidered in law to be a thing against common right, and is 
leas convenient than a rent service, especially if required 
to be subdivided or partially released.” 

The risks from faulty design, imperfect expression, or 
misconstruction incident to legislative interference with 
any division of law to which usage and litigation through 
many years have given logical coherence are well illus- 
trated by the vicissitudes in the history of the law 
relating to seisin as set forth in these lectures. For 
instance, at the common law, a title by descent was not 
complete for all purposes without seisin in deed, so that 
if an owner of the fee, entitled as heir-in the actual 
seisin or by purchase died intestate, leaving a son and a 
daughter by his first wife, and a son by a second wife, 
and the elder son died intestate without having made 
himself complete owner, the son’s heir acquired no title, 
and if he left no issue (who as representing him would 
succeed as heir to the late owner), not the sister as heir 
to her brother, but the younger brother who never could 
be heir to his brother of the half blood, would take as 
heir to the father, and the first descent to the elder 
brother would be as it were effaced, although in respect 
of it a relief would be due to the lord in addition to the 
relief on the descent to the younger son (Kitch. 292), 
the lord insisting with effect that the relief became due 
immediately on the happening of the descent to the 
elder brother, and that he should not lose by the laches 
of the heir, on whose death, if he had made himself 
owner, another descent would have happened. On the 
death of a coparcener it would be immaterial whether 
she had made herself actual owner or not, unless she 
had a coheiress of the half blood, for if she had not 
become actual owner of her share, the descent of the 
entirety left incomplete at her death would have been 
completed by allowing the person or persons who if she 
had died before the common ancestor would have shared 
with the others, to share in her place. 

When the statute 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 106, s. 2, altered the 
law by enacting that, “in every case descent should be 
traced from the purchaser,” it was considered by many 
that ‘‘ every case "’ in which the enactment could operate 
must be some case of descent (superfluously defined as 
the title to inherit land by reason of consanguinity), 
that is to say, some case of a deceased owner from whom 
a descent has happened, and whose heir (the person en- 
titled to inherit from him by reason of consanguinity) 
is to be ascertained or traced in the preseribed manner, 

and that the function assumed by the statute in the Ind 
section is in no way to alter the law on the question 
whether a descent has happened, or from whem or of 
what, but only to furnish a new rule for ascertaining the 
person or persons to take as heir by that descent, so 
that if, for example, one of two sisters, co-heiresses, 
seised in deed of her moiety should die intestate, lea 
a son, the act would make no new descent, but 
apply to the descent from her of her share whieh, by 
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the common law, must then happen, and give the rule 
for ascertaining her heir, and would in no way interfere 
with her sister’s title to her own share, that not being in 
descent ; and, therefore, that the heir to take the moiety 
in descent would be the heir of the purchaser—namely, 
the surviving sister, and her nephew as representing his 
mother. 

Mr. Hayes, among others, saw no mode of escape from 
this undesigned and inconvenient result (1 Introduc- 
tion to Cony. 5th ed., 314). Other eminent con- 
veyancers, including Mr. Williams, thought that the 
effect of the enactment was, in every case of descent to 
place the purchaser in the position of the propositus in 
the old tables of descent, not only as the person from 
whom the descent was to be traced, but also as the 
person from whom the descent was actually to happen; 
and that not merely as to the share which had belonged 
to the person whose death set the act in operation, but 
as to every other share that had ever descended from 
this statutory propositus, making in many cases a descent 
of what otherwise would not have descended, and having 
the further effect of entitling the purchaser’s surviving 
wife or husband to dower or curtesy, and of freeing the 
statutory heir from that liability to the debts of the de- 
ceased owner which the common law would have cast on 
him in respect of the descended property. The question 
became in the year 1846, and again in the year 1858, the 
subject of protracted discussions in the Jurisé¢ (vols. 4 
and 10, passim), in which Mr. Williams took a ‘prominent 
part, and from which each disputant retired unconvinced 
and, as Mr. Williams expressed it, tenax propositi ; and, 
although interests of considerable magnitude may de- 
pend on the solution of the question, only two decisions 
affecting it are recorded, and those are of little weight 
as authorities. The first is Cooper v. France (1850, 14 
Jurist 214, 19 L. J. Ch. 313). Its value will appear by 
the following transcript of the material part of the judg- 
ment :—“‘ I do not see how any one acquainted with the 
principles of law can doubt. Can you suppose that an 
Act of Parliament by any portion of it meant to intro- 
duce doubt into a case that was so plain before the Act 
was passed? Was it not the meaning of the Act to 
leave the law of inheritance in such parte as were plain 
absolutely as it was found, and only to alter it where it 
was doubtful?” The other case was Lewin v. Lewin 
(C. P., November 21, 1874), of which the only report 
appears to be the short note given by Mr. Williams in 
these lectures (p. 81), and which he says was decided on 
the authority of Cooper v. France, the court holding 
“ that the rule of representation prevailed.” It is diffi- 
cult, however, to see what the rule of representation— 
which is merely that in tracing a descent the descend- 
ants (or preferable descendants) of a deceased are to be 
considered as standing in the place which that person if 
living would have occupied—has to do with the matter. 

We have, perbaps, said too much on this subject, and 
it would not become us to criticise otherwise than by 
deferential suggestion any deliberate opinion of a 
lawyer whose learning and acuteness well entitled him to 
the compliment paid by Erle, C.J., that he wore not 
unworthily the mantle of the great conveyancers (Hceelis 
v. Blain, 16 C. B. N. 8. 108), and have sometimes (as in 
that case) enabled him to prevail over the better judg- 
ment of the court. It is, therefore, with deference that 
we venture to suggest a different construction of another 
statute from that which Mr. Williams seems to adopt 
without any doubt in his remarks appended to a state- 
ment of the case of Brackenbury v. Gibbons (L. B, 2 Ch. 
D. 417), where, under a limitation to N. for life with 
remainder to the children of G. who should attain 
twenty-one, as tenants in comm-n in fee, it was, of 
course, held that no member of the class could take who 
Gd not attain majority in the lifetime of N. Mr. 
Williams says :-—(p. 206.) 


“One would have thought it desirable that this remnant 
A the feudal law should be abolishes, but on referring to 
the Act it will Le seen that it remains untouched. The Act 





e 
only — in the event of the particular estate determin. 


ing before the contingen: remainder vests. [Here the con. 
tingent remainder does vest during the continuance of the 
particular estate.” 

If that is so the Act is a failure, for the inconveniengg 
it was intended to remedy seldom arose except under 
gifts to classes, But as, in Brackenbury v. Gibbons, 
each child who attained majority during the existence 
of the particular estate was held thereupon to take g 
vested remainder in his share, and each child who wag 
under age when the particular estate ceased was held to 
have only a contingent remainder in a possible share 
which failed by the rules of tenure, it might not be an 
unreasonable construction of the Act to hold that each 
share intended for a child who did not attain majority 
during the existence of the particular estate was a con. 
tingent remainder which did not vest during the con. 
tinuance of the particular estate, and if the will. 
had been executed after August 2, 1877, would 
have been saved by the Act. In the classification 
of limitations, a limitation by way of remainder to 
several persons described, not as individuals, but only. 
by a common attribute, is conveniently distinguished 
from a limitation to individuals nominatim by bei 
called a limitation in remainder to a class; but, as a 
class is not a person, and cannot take an estate, the 
limitation is in each case made up of distinet 
remainders to every person who in the event fulfils the 
contingent condition, separately liable to be defeated 
before the act if that fulfilment does not happen while 
there is an estate to support the remainder. This will 
become clear on consideration of the ordinary limitation 
to children in common in tail with cross remainders in 
tail, where the possible original or accrued share of each 
member of the class is treated as a separate remainder 
and made the subject of a further limitation over, as 
set forth in the table in Preston's Essay on Cross 
Remainders. 

The Act seems to have effected very happily the ob- 
ject of preserving contingent remainders from technical 
failure, as far as could be done without infringing the 
rule against perpetuities, and at the same time of leaving 
those which could not be so preserved to take the 
chance of vesting while still supported by a vested estate 
of freehold. The very difficult task of properly provid- 
ing for the destination of the income during the suspense 
of vesting has not been attempted. The merit of 
originating this legislation is due to Mr. Williams, 
although his Bill, prepared and circulated in 1876, was 
not adopted, He proposed to place legal limitations om 
the footing of trusts, subject, of course, to the operation 
of the rule against perpetuities. ‘This would have been 
simple and intelligible, but it would have involved the 
massacre of many innocents, with whom the Act does 
not meddle. 








The following is a complete list of the candidates for 
the vacant office of Recor ier of London in the gift of the 
Lord Mayor and Aldermen—viz., Sic Thomas Brsmbous 
Q.C., M.P., Common Serjeant; Mr. Commissioner Kerr, 
Judge of the City of London Court; Mr, Campbell Foster; 
Q.0., Recorder of Warwick; Mr. Forsyth, Q.C., MP. ; 
Mr. A. Staveley Hill, Q.C., M.P., kiecorder of Banbury ; 
Mr. Powell, QC., Recorder of Wolverhampton; Mr 
Serjeant Pulling; Sir James Fitzjames Stephen, Q.C. 
and Mr. W. St. James Wheelhouse, Q.C, M.P. the 
event of the election of Sir Thomas Chambors as recorder, 
the office of Common Serjeant would be vucated, and, ia 
anticipation of this, many gentlemen have intimated 
int ntion to come forward as candidates—viz,, Mr. J. 7. 
Abdy, Recorder of Bedford, and Judge of ies A 
Mr. Eiward Berley, the Hon. Robert Bourke, M.P., Mr. 
8, B. Bristowe, QC. M.P., Mr. H. J. Bushby, Stipendiary 
Magistrate at Worship-street, Mr. Buszard, QC. 
Charley, M.P., Mr. Gates,Q.C., Mr. William Hardman, Re- 
corder of Kingston and Chairman of the Surrey Session», Mr, 
Metcalfe, Q.C., Recorder of Norwichy Mr. Sesjeant Robinsom, 


Mr, Di by Seymour, 90 Recorder of Newcastle, Mr. Sere 
jeant Simon, M.P., an 


Mr. J, Pym Yeatman, 
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General Currespanvdence. 


STAMPS ON APPOINTMENTS OF NEW 
: TRUSTEES. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir, —I rau off my last letter to you a little hurriedly, 
and now that I see it in print, I should like to qualify 
two of the statements towards the end of the letter. 

First as to the proposition that a second stamp may 
be'said to be payable upon a covenant to surrender copy- 
holds in a conveyance of (jointly sold) freeholds: when 
griting last week I did not bear in mind: that, in the 
gchedule to the Act, there is a specific charge of duty on 
a separate deed of covenant to surrender, &e. This 
I think is strongly in favour of the covenant when so 
contained in a conveyance not attracting a separate 
stamp; for the charge in the schedule being upon a 

ate deed (of covenant), conversely, if it be contained 
ina deed with other matter to which it is (as the cove- 
nant in this case certainly is) incidental, we have matter 
only coming under one head of charge of duty, such 
duty, in the case now put, being the ad valorem in re- 
of the apportioned consideration for the freeholds. 

The other part of my last letter which I desire: to 
qualify is in regard to intermediate instruments of recon- 
weyance, where I express the opinion that the Act does 
not provide for such instruments. Nor doesit expressly, 
nor (perhaps), in the intention of the framers of the Act. 
Nevertheless, my opinion has been, and still is, that the 
Act, as it stands, charges the full reconveyance (6d. per 
gent.) duty (upon “the total amount at any time 
secured’) upon each of as many instruments as may be 
made until the mortgage be finally wiped off. 

This construction (by me), of the Act would, I admit, 
operate with harshness, and, as I say in my last letter, 
the Inland Revenue authorities have cut the knot by 
ruling that fixed 10s. duty is payable upon each inter- 


‘mediate instrument, which ruling not unfrequently re- 


siltsin an,inconsistency equalling the harshness in the 
other case. 

In my prior letter you permitted me to travel per- 
haps beyond the range of Hadgett’s case in touching 
apon the construction of the Stamp Act generally, and 
80, therefore, the foregoing observations are not irrele- 
vant. 

If you can afford me the space I will submit the fol- 
lowing further remarks by way of completion of my con- 
tribution to the discussion of Hadgett’s case, which case, 
4s one of stamps, has already, I think, created more stir 
{to use a colloquialism) than any like question for 
some years. 

To summarize my letters as regards Hadgett’s case 
{adding a remark or two beyond) :— 

(1) To clear off this branch of the subject first-—ac- 
cording to the statements I have advanced, in the opinion 
of the Inland Revenue authorities (these points not yet 
having, I believe, been before the courts) the second 
stamp is not required in respect of :— 

(a) Declaration of trust (if not operating by way 
of a further settlement.) 

Release to trustees. 

c) Revocation of uses or trusts, when coutained 
in an instrument of new appointment, and relating 
to the property and trusts under the appointment. 

(2) As to appointment and conveyance: if not clearly 

ble before the decision in Hadgett’s case, under 

that decision two stamps are payable, But as regards 
the stamp for the conveyance (this latter term including 
myer and assignment), the following point (not 
toming before the court in Hadgett’s case), should be 
‘in mind; that 10s, duty is payable only as a maxi- 
mum; thatif the only property transferred (aud the 
ut applies whether the conveyance or 
transfer. be contained in the appointment or by separate 





instrument) be a mort, debt of (1) £500; the 
stamp would be 2s. 6d., or(2) of £5,000, the stamp would 
be 10s.; and so with (say) the transfer of £100 and 
£1,000 Debenture Railway Stock, the stamps would re- 
spectively be 2s. 6d. and 10s. ; and (to put another case), 
if there be a.conveyance or assignment of freeholds, or 
leaseholds, or chattels, or of all of these, the stamp for the 
same (whether, as above stated, contained in the appoint- 
ot or by separate instrument) would be one stamp of 
3. 


In the case of the transfer of debenture stock in a 
company, that would have to be by a separete instrument ; 
and as companies do not recognize trusts, as a rule they 
(the companies) will not register a transfer of deben- 
ture stock (the amount of which exceeds £400), with 
only 10s. duty, unless the instrument of transfer have 
the adjudication stamp; but this latter stamp can 
readily be obtained at the Inland Revenue Office upon 
production there, with the transfer, of the instrument of 
“= appointment duly stamped. Variras. 

eb. 19. 





POSTAL FACILITIES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—The scheme mentioned in the enclosed circular 
was referred’ to in the Times of Tuesday last, and 
we hope may be deemed worthy of consideration in 
the columns of your paper also. To the circulars-issued 
a very large number of favourable replies have been re- 
ceived from some of the leading bankers, solicitors, and 
professional firms, merchants, manufacturers, brewers, 
builders, leading tradesmen, &c., and these replies have 
been sent to the secretary of the Post-office for the con- 
sideration of the Postmaster-General. From the tenor 
of the replies it is evident to us that were the proposed 
additional facilities given they would be much appreciated, 
and be very generally used. 

Desenuam, Trwson, & Fanwer. 

80, Cheapside, London, E.C., Feb. 19. 


[The following is the cireular referred to by our corre- 
spondents :— 

80, Cheapside, London, February 4th, 1873. 
SUGGESTED ADDITIONAL FACTLITIES FOR POSTING 
Lerrsrs, &c. 

Dear Sir,—We have suggested to the authorities of the 
General Post Office a plan by which, in our opinion, 
greatly increased facilities would be afforded for posting 
letters, &c.; and by which at the same time the Govern- 
ment would obtain an increase of revenue. 

Our suggestion is that (at first in London, and then, if 
the system be found to answer, in large provincial towns) 
any one shonld, upon payment of a moderate sum (say 
£2 2s. a year) to the Post Office, be entitled to have a 
private letter-box for posting letters, &o., within his. cwn 
premises and for his exclusive use, and that the letters, oe, 
should be collected regularly, hour by hour, by the post- 
men, just as they are from the pillar letter-boxes in the 
atreets. 

By the adoption of this plan the loss of time, together 
with the chance of delay, miscarriage, or loss attending the 
present system of sending letters to post, would be obviated, 
and men of business could, when they so desired, post 
their own letters, without going out of their own houses, 
and thus obtain a degree of certainty and secarity which 
they could only obtain at present by themselves taking 
their letters to the nearest post-office. 

Of course such a pian could only be carried out as pars 
of a general system, and we desire, therefore, to ascertain 
the views of other persons on the eabject. As we believe 
you (like ourselves) have a considerable amount of corre- 
spondence, we shall be glad to leara your opinion of the 
acheme,—We are, dear sir, yours traly, 

Deasxuam, Tewsox, & Faawea.] 
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CREDITORS’ RIGHTS UNDER EXECUTION 
FOR DEBT. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I would crave a short space in your columns 
to explain a most important dictum which has just 
been laid down at Judges Chambers with respect 
to the rights of creditors in regard to the seizure of a 
debtor’s goods, and which I venture to assert is of the 
gravest importance, not only to the legal profession, but 
to the public generally. 

I will be as brief as possible, and endeavour to make 
the point as intelligible as I can. It is this, that in the 
case of a creditor who has sued his debtor and obtained 
a writ of fieri facias, or execution, which has been levied 
upon the goods and chattels on the debtor’s premises, 
and a claim is made by a third person to such goods, 
if the creditor, upon an interpleader summons being 


.taken out to try the question of ownership (being 


satisfied as to the right of the claimant to the same), 
elects to withdraw the execution, he (the creditor) is in 
that case to pay at once the claimant’s cost of proving 
his claim, and not only so, but the sheriff's costs of the 
levy, possession-money, solicitors’ costs, and all other 
incidental expenses. 

The hardship of this upon the creditor I think I can 
easily show. In all cases, before the remedy of an 
execution is resorted to, the plaintiff's solicitor makes 
what inquiry he can with a view of ascertaining if there 
is a registered bill of sale upon the debtor's goods, and 
here his power of inquiry ends. But in the majority of 
cases persons, knowing the injury to their credit of a 
registered bill of sale, if they arein difficulties, take 
other means of protecting their goods, so that it is fre- 
quently found upon an execution being levied that the 
defendant's goods are protected by a settlement, or that 
they are subject to an agreement for hire, or that the 
landlord claims them for rent, or that there is some claim 
or other upon them which no stranger could possibly 
have been aware of until the execution brings it to light. 
Now comes the hardship of the matter. The claimant 
gives notice of his claim, and the sheriff's officer takes 
out an interpleader summons to be heard before the 
judge, and not until then does the creditor get the op- 
portunity of inquiring into the validity of the claim, but, 
being satisfied with the proof (which is generally given 
by affidavit of the claimant, supported by production of 
such documents as may tend to establish it), he elects to 
withdraw his execution; but, says the judge, as you 
elect to withdraw you must now pay all the claimants’ 
and sheriffs’ costs, which generally amount to a formid- 
able sum. In a recent case of the kind my client, for 
whom I had lodged an execution against a defendant 
oa under £20, had to pay costs amounting to just over 

0. 

Now, Sir, I ask you, where a defendant has to all out- 
ward appearance goods sufficient to satisfy an execution, 
how is a plaintiff or his solicitor possibly to discover 
claims of the description I have mentioned, or to satisfy 
himself as to their genuineness, until he has the op- 
portunity of inquiring into them, which is when he 
arrives at the stage of an interpleader summons? Even 
in the ease of a registered bill of sale, questions arise as 
to whether there are other goods belonging tothe debtor 
not included in the schedule to same, and, in fact, a 
variety of pointe upon which the creditor can only be 
satisfied on the hearing of an interpleader summons, 
Is it not, therefore, by terrifying the creditor from 
putting in force the execution which he is by law en- 
titled to by virtue of his judgment, by the risk which he 
runs in having to pay ruinous costs, practically preventing 
or stultifying his rights under the same ? 

The former rule, which has prevailed for a considerable 
number of years with regard to interpleader summonses, 
and which was both sensible and fair, was that, where a 
pisintiff withdrew upon a claim being made, no costs 
should be allowed to either party except the circum- 


stances were in some way exceptional, the plaintiff, how. 
ever, paying sheriff's possession-money unless it wag 
otherwise ordered. If, however, the execution creditor 
desired to contest the claim of the third party an issue 
was directed to be tried, in which case the unsuccessfu} 
party invariably was directed to pay the costs. 

The right of arresting the debtor by writ of capias ad 
satisfaciendum has been abolished, and the substituted 
remedy of a judgment summons (under which the onug 
of proving a defendant’s means lies upon the plaintiff) 
being, as is generally admitted, in most cases a failure, 
I would venture to observe that, with the obstacle 
have pointed out in the way of creditors, the process of 


recovering debts (especially from dishonest defendants, | 


who will not pay until they are made) becomes more 
and more difficult every day. H. W. Curisrmas, 
22, Walbrook, E.C. ‘ 
[It should be stated whether the dictum alluded to by 
our correspondent was of general application or limited 
to the particular case before the judge.—Eb. 8.J.] 





FLOOD ON WILLS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—While thanking you for the able and instructive 
review with which my book on wills is favoured in your 
last impression, will you permit me to say that the work 
is published by Messrs. Maxwell & Son, whose names 
are inadvertently omitted by the learned reviewer. 

Feb. 22. Joun C, H. Froop. 





Cases of the Geek. 


STAYING PROCEEDINGS IN AN ACTION—AGREEMENT TO 
Rererk TO ARBITRATION—ForzEIGN CourtT—ComMon Law 
ProceDure Act, 1854, s. 11.—In a case of Law v. Garrett, 
decided by the Court of Appeal on the 15th inst., a ques- 
tion arose as to the exercise of the discretionary power 
given to the court by section 11 of the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act, 1854, to stay the proceedings in an agtion 
where the parties have agreed to submit their differ- 
ences to the decision of an arbitrator or other tribunal 
selected by themselves. The action was brought for the 
dissolation of a partnership between the plaintiff and the 
defendants. The partnership was entered into by articles, 
dated the 3rd of August, 1876, for the purpose of carry- 
ing on a business in St. Petersburg. The parties were 
British subjects, but the articles were in the Russian lan- 
guage, were executed in Russia, and were registered there 
as required by Russian law. One of the clauses provided 
that, in case of any disputes arising between the parties, 
“such disputes, no matter how or where they may arise, 
shall be referred to the Petersburg Commercial Court, and 
the decision of such court shall be final.” By another 
clause a right was given to the defendants within the first 
year to demand payment of their capital, and it was 
provided that, if the demand was not complied with within 
a month, the firm were to proceed to liquidation. On the 
21st of June, 1877, the defendants demanded payment of 
their capital. Payment was not made within a month, 
and the defendants then took steps in St. Petersburg to 
wind up the partnership, and a liquidator and receiver 
was appointed there. The plaintiff then commenced 
an action in the Chancery Division, and gave notice 
of motion for the appointment of o receiver, The 
defendants gave a counter-notice of motion for @ 
stay of the proceedings in the action, and a refer- 
ence of all the matters in dispute to the Petersburg Commer- 
cial Court. Bacon, V.C., refused the plaintiff's motion, and 
thade an order staying the proceedings in theaction until 
the result of the proceedings in the Petersburg Coart should 
be known, bat reserved liberty to either of the parties to 
apply to the court as to continuing the action, The order 
was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (James, Ba gallay 
end Thesiger, L.JJ.) It was strongly urged that the case 
was not one which fell within section 11 of the Common 








Law Procedure Act of 1854, inasmuch as the submission to 
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the jurisciction of a foreign court c ul! not, like an or¢in- 
subm‘ss on to arbitration, be made a rule of the English 
court. Put the court held that the came princip'e applied, 
and they intimated their entire concurrence in the view ex- 
gssed by Lord Selborne in Willesford v. Watson (21 W.R. 
350, L. 4 8 Ch. 478, 480) that, ‘‘if parties choose to 
determine for themselves that they will have a domestic 
forum, instead of resorting to the crdinary courts, then, 
since the passing of the Common Law Procedure Act, a 
prima facie duty is cast upon the court to act upon such an 
agreement.” There was nothing in the circumstances of 
Iaw v. Garrett to rebut that prima facie duty. The 
Jaintiff had, indeed, asked for an injunction, and, if a case 
& an injunction had been established by the evidence, 


‘that would probably have been a sufficient reason for re- 


fusing to leave the matter to the decision of the Russian 
court. Butno such case had been established. Until it was 
shown that no adequate relief could be obtained by the 
a, in the Russian court, it would not be proper, by 

e appointment of a receiver, to impede the liquidation 
ofthe rartnership in the manner which the partners had 
themselves agreed upon. If it should appear in the course 
of the liquidation that the plaintiff’s rights were not 
adequately protected, an immediate application couid be 
made to the Vice-Chancellor under the reservation contained 
inhis ordir. The appeal was accordingly dismissed, with 
costs. 


InTERLOCUTORY ORDER FoR SatE—‘‘ Goons ”’—Boxps— 
Orv, 52, R. 2.—In a case of Coddington v. The Jacksonville 
Railway Company, which came before the Court of Appeal 
on the 20th inst., the plaintiff had moved, before Hall, V.C., 
that some bonds of a foreign state (to enforce a lien upon 
which the suit had teen instituted in 1873, and wh'ch had 
been deposited in the Bank of England) might be sold. The 
ground of the application was that, in consequence of some 
proceedings in a foreign court, the bonds would probably 
cease to be of any value unless they were realized at once. 
The Vice-Chancellor was cf opinion that, neither under rule 
2, of order 52, nor under the old practice of the Court of 
Chancery, was there jurisdiction to make the order. He 
wes of opinion that bonds were not “ goods” with’n the 
meaning of rule 2 of order 52, The plaintiff appealed, but 
owing to a formal de‘ect in the Vice-Chancellor’s order as 
drawn up, the hearing of the appeal was postponed for a 
week. In the course of the discussion, however, Jessel, 
M.R., said that, speaking for himself, he was not prepared 
tosay that the inter;retation which the Vice-Chancellor 
had put upon the word ‘*goods” was correct. The rule 
was a remedial one under the Judicature Acts, and ought 
not to be construed by the aid of decisions upon the 
Statute of Frauds. The word “goods” wes the largest 
term known to the law. And both Jessel, M.R., and 

ay, L.J., intimated an opinion that there would 
have been jurisdic‘ion to make the order for sale under the 
old practice, which, as Jessel, M.R., svid, was a growing 
Practice adopting itself to the growing requirements of 
mankind. Some judges had shown timidity in the exercise 
of their powers, but if that timidity had existed originally 
there would never have been any Court of Chaneery. 





Aprgat—'Time ror Setting Down—Orp. 58, nr. 8, 15. 
=On the opening of an appeal in a case of Jn re Mansel 
before the Court of Appeal on the 20th inst., the prelimin- 
ary objection was takea by the respondent that, though the 
notice of appeal had been served in time, the appeal had 

set down too late. The order appealed from (an inter- 
locutory one) was pronounced by Malin, V.C., on the 24th 
of January ; the notice of appeal was served on the 14th of 
February, and it stated that the Court of Appeal would be 
Moved on the 18th of Febyuary, or so soon thereafter as 
counsel could be heard, to discharge or vary the Vice-Chan- 
cellor’s order. The appeal was set down on the 19th of 
February, and was in the paper for hearing on the 20th of 
Fetruary, the ordinary day for hearing appeals from inter- 
tory orders. Tho court (Jisiel, it. %, and Baggallay 
and Thesiger, L.JJ.) held that the case was governed by 
ecision in Jn ve The Natonal Funds Assurance Come 

y (25 W. R. 161, L. R. 4 Ch. D, 805, 21S, J. 109) that, 
an Ko pe is not set down before the day named in the 
Rotice of appeal for its hearing, or, if that day falls in a 





vacation when the offices of the court are closed, before the 
next day of the sitting of the court, the respondent is en- 
titled to treat the appeal notice as abandoned, and to 
have it dismissed, although the notice of appeal was given 
in time. The objection was, therefore, allowed, but leave 
was given to the appellant to serve a notice of motion Sto 
extend the time for appealing. 





Sreciric PERFoRMANCE—BANKRUPTCY OF PURCHASER— 
Form oF ORDER AGAINST HIs TRUSTEE IN BANKRUPTCY— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, ss. 23, 24.—In an sction of Bayley 
v. Kendrick, before the Master of the Rolls, on the 18th 
inst., which was a vendor’s action for specific performance, 
where the perchaser had become bankrupt, and neither 
he nor his trustee appeared, a question arose as to the 
correct form of judgment to be taken in such a case. 
Notice to disclaim the contract under section 24 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, had been given to the trustee, and 
he had “‘declined and neglected to give notice whether he 
disclaimed or not” within the time limited for that pur- 
pose by such section. The trustee had entered into posses- 
sion, and had been in receipt of some rent since the bank- 
ruptcy. The Master of the Rolls said that the hest order 
for the plaintiff would be one to rescind the contract; he 
should also take an account of rents received by the trustee, 
which he must account for personally. The costs of the 
action and of the purchase could only be proved for. As- 
to the deposit which tne bankrupt had paid to the plaintiff, 
nothing need be said about that, bat the trustee would 
never be able to recover it. 





—_ 





VICE-CHANCELLOR MALINS AND HIS BAR. 


TuE Daily Telegraph of Saturday last reports as follows a 
scene in the court of the senior Vice-Chancellor on Friday 
the 15th inst.:—“ Referring 10 a case of Ashbury v. Lewis, in 
whichan appeal had been made from an interim order granted 
by the Vice-Chancellor on Saturday last [9th February] 
his lordship stated that he had read the shorthand notes of 
the proceedings before the Appeal Court, and found that 
counsel had made a s‘atement that the granting of an 
interim injunction “ over next motion day” was equivalent 
in his lordship’s branch of the court to an order for three 
months. He had to give the most emphatic denial to such 
a statement, and, said hislordship warmly, it should nothave 
been made by counsel. Mr. Gla-se, Q.C., Mr. Pearson, Q.C., 
and Mr. Higgins, Q.C., severally maintained the accuracy of 
the s'atement, and cited instances in point; Mr. Higgins (who 
had made the statement mentioned to the appeal judges) 
saying that he shou'd repeat it, and in justification give 
instances of such delays, whenever he foand it his duty to 
do so. His lordship rejoined that the fault must lie with 
the bar,-as such delays did not occur ia other branches 
of the court, though in the Rolls Court, for instance, 
seal day’ was never continued. Mr. Higgins said that 
was because twenty or thirty motions were disposed of by 
the judge in on hour. His lordship did not know who was 
to blame for the state of mat’ers existing in his court, but 
he thought perhays the system of the leader of the bar 
having pre-audience was fallacious, and ought to be 
abolished. Mr. Locock Webb, the junior Q.C., present, 
cordially concurred in his lordship’s remark; bat Mr. 
Glasse, the leader, deprecated interference with the time- 
honoured custom alluded to, adding that the committee of 
the House of Commons atout to be appcinted upon the 
question of the block in chancery would have evidence laid 
before it, and shorthand notes would be produced which 
would show some of the sources of delay, and would prove 
that the sort of “ Bradshaw's Guide” kept by his lerdship’s 
clerk, which made counsel “ doyart at half-past one and 
arrive at half-past three’ was most fallacious, because it 
did not show the time really occupied by counsel. His 
lordship said he always did his best to grapple with the busi- 
ness brought before him, but he though: that an uedue pro- 
portion of causes and motions were, fer some reason or other 
which ho was utterly anable to fathom, brought in his 
branch of the court.” 
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Sucteties, 
BARRISTERS BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The annual meeting of this association was held on Wed- 
needay afternoon in the Middle Temple Hall. 

The Lorp CHaNnceLtor took the chair. 

The report was read by Mr. Macrory, secretary. It 
stated that 92 new members had been added during the past 
year, and donations to the amount of £567 3s. received. 
The annual subscriptiors duriag the past year amounted to 
£926 2s. 6d., being an increase of £73 193. 6d. over the 
subscriptions of 1876. The total amount of donations re- 
ceived since the association was formed was £38,796 10s. 
During the past year there have been 33 new applications 
for relief, 24 of which have been acceded to. Each case 
had been the subject of direct inquiry. The grants made 
during the year amounted to £858, and £131 15s. had 
been granted since the commencement of the present year. 
Each succeediog year’s experience deepened the conviction 
of the committee of the necessity for a permanent and 
organised Barristers’ Benevolent Association. 

e Lorp CHANCELLOR said they had met there that day 
for athreefold purpose. In the first place, they were there 
to hear the work of this association during the past year ; 
in the next place to express their obligations to the com. 
mittee of the association; and in the third place, to con- 
sider how they might make known the object and the merits 
of the society. He had often been somewhat surprised that 
an association of thiskind had not been longer in existence 
in connection with the bar. They all of them had known 
at different times cases, it might be of some conspicuous 
and well-known member of the profession who had fallen 
into difficulty, but who, having a large circle of friends, 
and the wants of his family being extensively known, there 
had been little or no difficulty in securing some pecuniary 
assistance. But case: of that kind were comparatively rare, 
and there were on the other hand a very considerable num- 
ber of cases of a very different kind, for which there 
was no provision. It was easy to suppose cases of a 
very different description. A man conceived that he 
had abilities suited for the bar, he spent a consider- 
able sam cn his education, he went to tha bar, per- 
haps he had had a distinguished university career, but from 
some deficiency in manner and tact th> man had not the 
success which he expected, and perhaps deserved. Time 
passed on, and it was too late to go to any other 
profession ; he suffered in the pressure of life and was 
unwilling to make known his own case, and at last 
his family were discovered in penury and want without 
any means provided for them. There were cases where a 
man succeeded at the commencement, but was unable to 
make provision of 2 permanent kind, and was cut off pre- 
maturely in the flower of his age, leaving those about him 
unprovided for. It was for cases of this kind that such an 
association was need<d and seemed adapted. This society 
acted with tavidity; it acted with watchfulness, after 
examination and consideration of the cases to be relieved, 
and the mode in which they should be relieved, and it acted 
with the tact, the delicacy, and the privacy to be observed 
in the cases of men who were gentlemen, and women who 
were ledies. These were very trie and commonplace ob- 
servations, but it was very difficult to describe specially the 
urgent cases of distress with which an association 2f this 
kind mast have to come in contact. It was difficult to 

icture to one’s own miaod the character of individual cases. 

hey heard the other day that 75,000,000 of people were 
suffering in Chica, but he believed that fact, extraordinary 
a6 it was, would not touch the mind of a man so much as it 
would be touched if he could place before them the case of 
an individual in a state of starvation. They all remem- 
bered what they read in their great essayist, who wanted 
to describe the evils of slavery, and who sat down and began 
to pictare to hime-lf the millions of the world suffering 
usder bondage, but he found that produced little impres- 
sion on his mind, #0 he wert to » dungeon and took the 
case A on individual—a poor pining prisoner, scraping on 
his stick to note another day added to hia misery. He saw 
the iron entering his soul, and was able to give that de- 
actiption which so many bad read. The names of cases 
relieves were not to be mentioned; bat if he were to pat 
belore them some of the cases it would be more effective 
than axy argument, Yor instance, if be could take the 


eee 


rease of a widow, with children unprovided for, whose 
husband, years before his death, had the balance of hig 


mind overthrown in consequence of the anxieties of hig 
profession and the difficulties he had to straggle with—if 
he could show that widow, driven by necessity to the 
opening and keeping: of a school, aud the straits she wag. 
put to, he should enlist their sympathy better than by 
general description. Another case was that of a boy, the 
son of a barrister in one of the colonies, who lost both. 
parents, and who, with his brother, was taken by a. 
clergyman in England, who attempted to put them on a. 
feoting with his own children. One of the boys wanted to 
enter the merchant service, bué there was the want of 
a deposit, The rendering of aid in such a case came home to, 
the heart more than any general description. Very recently, 
a case had been brought before the association, the case of 
@ man well known in the profession, who had filled an ime. 
portant judicial office abroad, a man of literary talent and. 
studious life, but who was unable to cope with diffi -ulties, 
and who left eleven children more or less unprovided for, 
This case was brought before the society and dealt with in 
a generous and beneficent manner. That was the character 
of this society, and he ventured to think that the second 
subject to which he had referred was one which they ought 
not to overlook. A society ofthis kind, to be well adminis. 
terej, must require the sacrifice of considerable time on the 
part of the committee of management. This was work 
which must not be deputed into the hands of hired agents, 
it could only be done by those who were acquainted with 
the bar, who could sympathize with the cases they had to 
relieve. They owed a debt of gratitude to th ose who gave 
assistance of this kind. He believed the working ex- 
penses were extremely small, and thoss who sub- 
scribed had the satisfaction of knowing that their money 
was not wast2d. After referring to the late Mr. Lanyon and 
to Lord Justice Thesiger, who had both been members of 
the committee, the Lord Chancellorsaid thenumber of members 
was 650, which in round numbers was about one-eighth of the 
whole number of the bar, and the subscriptions were £926— 
he said nothing about donations. It was very important that 
such a society should have donations, but he held that the 
great object they should have in view should be, if possible, 
to increase the annual subscriptions. He did not see why 
the society shovli not have 1,300 members and an income 
of £1,800 a year, They might do incalculable good in the 
most judicious way, and in a way to relieve an amount of 
distress those pr:sent would be only too happy to relieve if 
it could be relieved. The subscriptions were not much more 
than at the rate of thirty shillings each subscriber. Why 
should not 1,300 subscribers be found to subscribe one or 
two guineas apiece? He hoped no difficulty wou!'d be found 
in achieving that end. He hoped that the scheme of circuit 
secretaries would produce a great number of members, and 
he trusted that in the courts of chancery, admiralty, and 
probate the leaders would take up the matter, and set on 
foot a movement to increise the number of subscribers to 
this association. His lordship concluded by moving that the 
report, the statement of accounts, and the report of the 
auditors be received, approved, printed, and circulated. 

Sir Jonn Karsuaxe seconded the motion, which was 
adopted. 

The Masten or rae Rois moved the re-appointment of 
the committee of management for the ensuing year, and 
this was seconded by the Soricrron-GeneRat and adopted. 

Lorp Justice Brett, seconded by Mr. Wenster, moved 
the thanks of the meeting to Mr. Kemplay, Q.C., and Mr. 
Gainsford Bruce for auditing the accounts of the assogia- 
tion, and Mr. Eddis and Mr. Gainsford Brace were appointed 
auditors until the n»xt general annual meeting, 

Mr, Justice Mantsty, seconded by Mr. Serjeant 
Parry, moved the thanks of tse meeting to the committee 
of management and to the honorary secretaries. 

Loxp Justice Tnesioun moved the thanks of the meeting 
to the treasurer and masters of the bench of the Middle 
Temple for the use of their hall, and Mr. Kay, Q.C, 
seconded the motion. 

Sic Huxay James, M.P., moved a vote of thanks to the 
Lord Chancellor for the assistance he had rendered to the 
Barristers’ Benevolent Association by 60 efficiently presid- 
ing, and Mr, Justicn Denman seco the vote, w 
together with all the other resulutions of thanks, was 
to unanimousl 





The Loup Cmanencan briefly returned thanks, 
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LAW STUDENTS DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the usual weekly meeting of this society, held at the 
Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday evening, the 
19th inst., Mr. C. Swinfen Eady, LL.D., in the chair, the 

nestion appointed for the debate was “ Does a person who 
hts a house* let it under an implied condition that it is fit 
forhabitation ?’’—the authorities referred to being Sutton v. 
Temple, 12 M. & W. 52; Hart v. Windsor, 12 M. & W. 68 ; 
Wilson v. Hatton, 25 W. R. 537, and Soxtcrrors’ Jougnat, 
May 12, 1877. Mr. Spiers opened the discussion on the 

tion in the affirmative, and Mr. T. J. Green and Mr. 
Vincent supported the negative. At the close of the 
debate, in which numerous cases on either side were 
brought forward, the opener replied, and the chairman 
baying summed up and put the question to the meeting, it 
was decided in the nogative. 


——s 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday even- 
ing at Clement’s-inn Hall, Strand, Mr. Frank B. Moyle in 


the chair; Mr. T. B. Rosher and Mr. Kains Jackson 
opened the subject for debate by moving “‘ That free trade 
without reciprocity is injarious to British interests.” Mr. 
J.T. Davies and Mr. A. H. Spokes opposed the question, 
The discussion was continued by Messrs. Eustace Smith, 
, Saw, jan., Havergal, and others. The motion was lost 
by 5 to 8, 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


On Tuesday evening, February 19, the above society 
held its 620th meeting in the library of the Law Society, 
Bennett’s-hill, Mr. T. A. Garland iu the chair. After the 
questions on Williams’ Personal Property had been discussed, 
a discussion took place on the following point ;—‘‘ A testator 
made his will thus: ‘This is my will; I give £20 to my 
brother Peter, I give £50 to my brother Samuel, and I 
devise and bequeath all the rest and residue of my real and 

rsonal estate to my brother Thomas—John Robinson. 

itnesses Joseph Jones, Edward Round.’ Does the legal 
state in property of which the testator was mortgagee pass 
under the devise to Thomas?” Mr. Shore opened the 
debate in the affirmative, and was supported by Messrs. 


Hargreave replied in the negative, and was followed by 
Messrs. Crockford, Jagger, and Hooper. The voting was 
in favour of the affirmative by a small majority. A vote of 
thanks to the chairman concluded the mee‘ing. On the 
previous Friday Mr. Nathan, barrister-at-law, delivered the 
fret of a gratuitous series of ten lectures on actions. There 
was a very large attendance, and the lectures bid fair to boa 
great success, At acommittee meeting held on Wedaesday, 
the 20th inst., Mr. J. Hargreave, B.A., was appointed 
hono secretary in place of Mr. 8S. R. Shore, jun., 
resigned, and Mr. H. Garland honorary treasurer ia placa 
of Mr, Hargreave. 





LEEDS LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The ordinary meeting of this society was held on 
Monday last, the 18th inst., Mr. Charles Mellor, barrister- 
at-law, in the chair. 

On the motion of Mr. Armstrong aud Mr, Calvert, the 
congratulations of the society were presented to Mr. 

ustin and Mr, Warren on their having passed the final 
éxamination of the Incorporated Law Society. 

The question for debate was: ‘‘Is an employer liable 
for mischief arising trom the improper doing of an act by 
his employé where the relation of master and servant does 
not exist?" the cases referred to being Butler v. Hunter, 
7 Har), & Norm, 826; Hole v. Sittingdourne Railway, 6 
Harl. & Norm, 488; and Gray v. Pudieyn, & Boat & Smith, 

} Mr, Shaw opened the disoussion in the affirmative, 
and Mr, Somorthwaite in the negative. By the advice of 
the chairman, the opinion of the moeting was not taken 
nthe subject. A vote of thanks to the chairman con- 
Claded the proceedings. 

The firat of a series of lectures on tho law relating to bills 





of sale was delivered to the members of the above society» 
in the Philosophical Hall on Wednesday last, February 
20, by Mr. Lawrence Gane, barrister-at-law. There was a 
very good attendance. Mr. Edmund Wilson, solicitor, 
occupied the chair, and in introducing the lecturer expressed 
satisfaction at there being such a flourishing society of this 
kind, and alluded to the many advan to be derived 
from it. Mr. Gane, in the course of his lecture, stated the 
nature of bills of sale and their chief requisites, and re- 
marked upon the accuracy that is needed in framing them 
even in minor particulars on account of the extreme 
jealously with which the courts of law regarded them 
owing to the grantor depriving himself of his property in 
the goods to the detriment of his other creditors. He also 
referred to the Acts and recent decisions on the subject in 
support of his remarks. On the motion of Mr. Gane, 
seconded by Mr. Meredith, a vote of thanks was accorded 
to Mr. Wilson for presiding. 


PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND DEVON- 
PORT LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 


This society held its last meeting, which was largely 
attended, at the Atherzum, Plymouth, on Friday, February 
15, J. Loye, Esq., in the chair. The subject for dis- 
cussion was: “ That the continued refusal of the benchers 
of the Inns of Court to grant to solicitors greater facilities 
for passing to the other branch of the profession is to be 
condemned, and that members of each branch of the pro- 
fession should be admitted to the otber on passing an 
examination only.” Messrs. Snell and Burton supported 
the motion, which was opposed by Messrs. Boase and 
F. Chubb. The discussion was joined in by several mem- 
bers present, after which the motion, with the following 
addition, ‘‘and on obtaining a certificate from the Is- 
corporated Law Society,” was put io the meeting and 
carried. 











THE ATTACK ON THE MASTER OF THE 
ROLLS. 


Yesterday morning, shortly before 10 o'clock, as the Master 
of the Rolls was getting out of a cab, at Rolls Yard, the 
Rev. Mr. Dodwell fired a loaded pistol at his lordship. The 
bullet passed close to his lordship’s ear. The man was im- 
mediately taken into custody. Sir George Jessel, who dis- 
played the utmost calmness, proceeded at once into the 
retiring room, where he made inquiries into the cireumstances 
ofthe attempt upon his life. At ten minutes past 10 his 
lordship quietly entered the court and took his 
seat on the bench. Mr. Roxburgh, Q.C., the senier member 
of his lordship’s bar, addressing his lordship, said: 
—My lord, before the business of the court 
allow me to express, on behalf of the bar, the deep grief 
with which they have heard of the dastardly attempt 
which bas been made on the life of your lordship this 
morning, and to express their gratitude to God for pre- 
serving a life so valuable to us and so valuable to the 
public at large. In these words, my lord, I am sarel 
convey to your lordship the heartfelt sentiments of the 
other gentlemen of the bar, and the feelings of the pablic 
at large. The whole bar stood during the abore address, 
and while the following reply was delivered by his lord. 
ship:—Mr. Roxburgh, I have to thank you and the other 
gentlemen of the bar for your kind expressions of sympathy, 
and also to express my Own gratitude to Providevee for my 
escape from the attempt on my life. I have every reason 
to believe that the man who made the attempt is 
insane. He had presented a petition of right of a most 
absurd character to the Vice-Chancellor Malins, who 
rejected it, He appealed to the Appeal Court one day 
when I was sitting there, and we came to the con- 
olasion that the decision of the Vice-Chanceilor was right 
Since that time he has atteaded, I think, almost every 
motion day of the Appeal Court with a motion for another 
hearing, and Lord Justice Thesiger, who knew the man, 
told me he was insane, The last time but ome that 
I sat in the Appeal Court, when he again came, 
I told him if he would not sit down he must be 





* Qy. Furnished or unfurnished?—Ep, 8, J. 





removed, and he then went away, I have uo doubt that 
made him angry, and was the cause of his making this 
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attempt on my life. It is very rarely that such an attempt 
has been made against sn English judge for anything done 
in his judicial capacity. I can only repeat my expressions 
of thanks to the bar for their kind sympathy, and my grati- 
tude to that kind Power which has preserved me. 

The business of the court then proceeded. 


The Rev. H. J. Dodwell, the assailant of the 
Master of the Rolls, is, we understand, the ex-chaplain 
of a workhouse in Sussex, who was dismissed from 
his position by the guardians, and presented a petition 
of right with a view to his being reinstated, which 
was summarily dismissed by Vice-Chancellor Malins 
and the Court of Appeal. He applied a few days 
ago at Bow-street Police Office for a summons against 
Lord Justice James and other judges for calling 
him “a perjured man.” Before making his way to the 
Rolls Court yesterday morning he called at the Re- 
gistrar’s Office, inquiring for the chambers of the Re- 
gistrar who had charge of an order dismissing an appli- 
cation made by Dodwell to the appeal court; but, per- 
haps happily for the learned registrar, he had not yet 
arrived, and Dodwell left before the hour for the com- 
mencement of business. 


— — 


Legislation of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
FEB. 14—BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

TereitoriaL Wareks.’ (The Lord Chancellor.) 

BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bits. 

Brecon Markets, Sleaford Navigation, and Trowbridge 

Water. 
Bvrton-ctpon-Trent CoMMiss10ners. 
or Sr. Joux’s Hospirtat. 
FEB. 15.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Puivate Bivts, 

Draperstown Railway, Limavady and Dangarven Railway, 
Ballycastle Railway, Borrowstounes Harbour, and Lich- 
field Gas. 

Hovse Occuriers’ Disevairication Removal. 
FEB. 18.~BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Parliamentary Exzction (Meraropotis). 

FEB. 19,—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Peivate Bit. 

Serle-street and Cook’s-court Improvement. 

PILLS PASSE» THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Hovsz Occcrizzs’ Disevauirication Removat. 
Pagtiamestany Execrions (Mzrropouis). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
FEB. 14.—BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 

BILL 10 AMEND THE MatuimostaL Causes Acts. (Mr. 
Herschell.)—Bint TO AMEND THE LAW RELATING TO THE 
REGISTEATION OF FOREIGNERS AS SHAREHOLDERS IN COM- 
paxizs. (Sir J. Lubbock.) 

BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Coxsouipatep Fexp (£6,000 000), Excuequen Bonps, 
&c, Country Govensmenr, 

FEB. 15—BILL READ A SECOND TIME, 
CumixaL Law Pueactice Amexpuent. 

BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Comsotiwpaten Fexp (£6,000,000), Excuzeven Bonps, 





Exeter CHAPEL 





&e, 
FEL. 15.~BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Furvate Bits, 

Bournemouth Gos and Water, Kast Grinstead Gas and 
Water, Farnworth and Kearsley Gas, Corporation Tram- 
ways Lill, Hemel Hempsted District, Leominster and 
Bromyard ‘Railway, Manchester Subarban Tramwayr, Peg- 
well Bey Keciamation, Bbrewsbury Gas, Soathport Water, 
Eteines and West Drayton Kailway, Torquay Gas, Wigan 
Junction hallway. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 
Commusvaren Fexp (£6,000,000), Kxcuzavexn Bonne 
AxD Buss, 





—~~. 
<= 


FEB. 19.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME, 
Ancient Monuments. 
BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Facrorigs AND WorKSHOPS, 








Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. Court oF 


Master OF THE 


AppPEAL. Routs. V.C. Matava, 

SaturJay, Feb. 23Mr. Teesdale Mr. Pemberton Mr. Merivale 
Monday .... 25 Ward Clowes Farrer 
Tuesday ....+. 26 Pemberton Kove King 
Wednesday.... 27 Ward Clowes Farrer 
Thursday .... 23 Pemberton Koe King 
Friday, March 1 Ward Clowes Farrer 

V.0.Bacow. V.C.Harn, MP Justice 
Saturday, Feb. 23Mr. Clowes Mr. Farrer Mr. Leach 
Monday .... 25 Leach Holdship Milne 

Tuesday ...... 26 Latham Teesdale Merivale 
Wednesday.... 27 Leach Holdship Milne 

ursday .... 28 Latham Teesdale Merivale 


Friday March 1 Leach 


Holdship Milne 


Hitary Sirtines, Marcu 
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COURT OF APPEAL, 


At Lincoln’s-inn and Westminster, 

Fri., March 8 

Saturday . 

Monday ..11 | arene 

Tuesday ..12 
App. mots. ex pte, 
apps. from orders | 

Wednesday 13 ¢ made on interlo- | 
cutory motns., & | 








other apps. 
Thorsday fore apps. & or. 
Friday . ; 
Satarday . “ 
Moniay « oe Appeals, 
Tuesdy.. 
App. mot, ex pte 
apos. from orders 
Wednesday 20{ mada on inter- 
locatory mots., & 
other apps, ‘ 
Thrady .++.21 po sat Cait 
ees 
odes” ° Bh ome * 
Tuesday... se 
App. mots.ex pte. 
apps. from orders 
Wednesday 27 ¢ made on interio- 
cu'ory mots, & or 





eppe. & 
Tharsd, «2.028 Joong Opps. & or | 


Friday ....29 wey 
| Saturday . 
| Mon., April oo 


| ‘Tuesday .. 


apps. from orders 


App.motns.ex pte, 
Wedsdy...0 |e on — 


utory motns, 
other apps. 
Thursday .. 4 pm apps. & or. 
Marca. § eevee H 
aturday .. 
aeeeeen ee : Appea's, 
raesday . 
App.motns,ex pte, 
ane from orders 
Weduesday. 10< made oa a 
J eutory motns, & 
other apps, 
Thursday . ator apn. Gaee 
A mon a 
Saturday ... ; 
Monday.. Appeals, 


Tuesday... 16 
App. mots, expte, 
apps. from orders 
Wedsdy.....17 ¢ mide on inzerloc- 
| sory motas, & 
other apps. 
N.B.—Lunacy petitions will be 
taken every Saturd -y during the 
Sittings. ‘ 


HIGH COURT 
CHANCERY 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS, 
At the Rolls House. 

Fri., March 8..Motns. & gen, pa. | 
Pets., sht, caus., | 

Bat.y vooe ve 0} aa. sums, ana) 
aen. pa. 

Monday ....11 ag sume, & gen 

fuesday....12 

Wednesday . = General paper. 

Thursday . 

Friday Beaty .Motns & gen pa. 
Pets, ht, causes, 

Baturday ..16/ adj, — +» and 
Ken. 

Monday ....16 * Ligon ~~ "mn and 


Tueslay,..,} 9) 

Wednesday..20 ; General paper, 

Thorsdy ...21 

Friday «+++22,,,.Mins, & gen, pa, 
Pets, ht causes, 

Baturday ..24/ 0d). sumne, and 





a, a he 
Monday .++.25 gen. pa, 


OF JUSTICE, 
srebbbons net 


Tuesdy 

Weboteiag. bY General paper. 

| Torsdy, «+..28 

riday.. ate -Motne, & gen. pa. 
Petnas, sht causes, 

Baturday ..30 4 adj. sumos., and 
gen. pa. 

Monday Apr. 1 ov suns, & gon, 

Tuosday.... 2 

Wednosday.. 37 General paper. 

Thuraday .. 4 

Friday .... 5,.Mtns, & gen. pa. 
Pets, eht causes 

Baturday .,, 64 adj, — an 
gen. 


Monday.. ars coe. & gen. 
Tuosday.. 

Wednerday 19 General paper, 
Thursdy .. Li 

Vriday....- «12,.Motns. & gen, pa. 


Pets,, sht causes, 
Baturday .,1% if sams, & gon, 


Ka), sums, & gon, 
Monday 40.16 pe. 
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Tuesday....46..General paper. 

Wednesday .)7...Motas. & gen. pa. 

N.B.—The days, if any, on which 
the Master of the Rolls shall be 
engoged in a Court of Appeal 


are ex ° 

Causes pm yor in which wit- 
nesses are to be examined be- 
fore the court will be taken on 
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 
Phursdays, and causes and ac- 
tions without witnesses will be 
taken on Mondays; but when 
the list of causes and actions 
without witnesses is exhausted, 
causes and actions with wit- 
nesses will be taken on Mondays 


also. 

Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the paper, 

Vnopposed petitions must be 
_presented, and copies left with the 
secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard; and any cause 
intended to be heard asa short 
cause must be so marked ia 
the cause-book at least one clear 
day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard, 
and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the 
judge’s ofcer the duy before 
the cause is to be put in the 
paper. 

V. C. 3m RICHARD MALINS. 
At Lincoln’s-inn, 
Sht. causes, pets., 

Friday , Mar 8 & gen pa. 

Bah, cccces 9 ) Adj. sum’, & gen. 


pa. 

Monday....11 

Tuesday ..12 > General paper. 

Wednesday.}3 

Thursday ae We & gen. pa. 
5 § Sht. causes, pets. 

Friday ..+1 boty pap. : 

Saturday . .16 oa sums. & gen 


Monday....18 

Tuesday....19 } General paper. 

Wednesday 20 

_ ceagggaatier oer & gen, pa. 

Sht, caus., pets. 

Friday ....22 & x00. pa. , 
93 LU Adj. sums, & gen 

Saturday +23) ‘ 


Monday....25 

Tuesdy ....26 General paper. 

Wednesday 27 

Thursd wegen 1S & gen. pa. 
t. caus., pets. 

Priday ....29/ 9 — 

Saturday ..30 — sums. &gen, 


Monday Arr \ 

Tuesday... 2> General paper. 
Wednesday.. 3 

Tharsday .. 4..Mots. & gen. pa. 


Friday 5 its causes, pets. 


& gen. pa. 
Saturday .. 6 oar sums. & gen, 
Monday ....8 


Y......9 > General paper, 
Wednesday 10 
Tharsday.. =. & gev, pa, 
ort causes, pets, 
Friday 404612} even - 
Saturday ..13 meg sums, & gon, 


ws at General paper 

Wodnesday..17,. Motns & gen pa. 

Any cause intended to be 
beard as a short canse must be so 
marked in the cause book at 
Yeast one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper 
to be so heard, and the necos- 
sary papers must be left in 
@ourt with the judge’s officer 
the day before tho cause is to 
de put into the papor, 


V. C, Sin JAMES BACON, 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 


Motns.,adj. sums. 
Thurs, ....14 {y gen. pe 
Friday.... 15..Ge paper. 
Saturday.. 16 { Poins.,sht. cans.d 
Monday....18..Im Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday .. 4 General paper. 


Wednesday 20 Motos., adj 
lo + sms. 

Thurs......21 yas 

Friday ...,.22..General paper. 

Sat. 93 Petns., sht, caus. 
*eeeeees & gen. pa. 

Mondsy .. 25..In Bankruptcy. 

Toesday....26 i General paper. 


Wednesday 27 hype 
i ns,, adj. sums. 
Thurd .... 208 f Ma Kk 
Friday, ....29..General paper. 
Saturday ..30 { Pets.,sht. caus. & 


- pa. 
benno Apr a Bankruptcy. 
UeCSABY..+0 

Wednesday, 3} General paper. 
Thursday .. «| Mts. adi. sume & 
Friday ... vo paper. 

ets. sht. cause 
Saturday ... 6} Gon: pa. is, 
Monday ...... 8..In Bankruptcy. 


T wa 
Tuesday 2) cenral paper. 


Thursday ..11 } Bones Aa). same. 


Friday ean ay” a. 

ets., sht. caus, 

Saturday ..13 & gen. pa. 

Monday ....15.,In Bankruptcy. 

Tuesday ....16. ae nee 

Motns, adj. sam 

Wednesday..17 { a 

Farther Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper, in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the paper. 

Any cause intended to bs 
heard as a short cause mast bs 
so marked in the caase book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can act pied ag paper t) 
be so heard, and the neces- 
sary papers must be left in 
court with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to 
be put into the paper. 


V.C. Six CHARLES HALL. 
At Lincoln's -inn. 


Fri., March 8..Petns & gen. p.. 

Sht. causes, adj. 
Saturday .. 9 sums, & gen pa. 
Monday....1!1 


Tuesday....12 > General paper. 
Wednesday,13 oN 
Thursday ..14..Mots. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....15,..Pets & gen pa. 

Sht. caus, adj. 
Saturday ...16 sams., & ge B. pi. 
Monday ..18 


Tuesdy.....19 > General tr. 
Tueaty..-13| 

Thura, ....21..Mots, & gen. pa. 

Friday ree & gen, pa. 

ht. causes, atj 

Saturday +023 fons, & gen. pa. 

Seeteg. 3) 

uesday .. neral . 
tS aan tee 
ly .++.28,.Motns, & gen 

Friday ....29..Pets, & gen. on 


Saturday »o80 { She. 


Monday Apr 1 
Tuesday.... General paper. 
Wednesday. 3 


Thraday.... 4...Mote, & gon. pa. 


sums, & goa. pa. 
Menday.... 8 
Tuesday .. | General pap?r. 
Wednesday, .10 
Tharaday ..11..Mtns, & gen, pa. 
Friday ......12,.Potns, & gen, pa, 


Taenday ccc te f Gemaeal pap 


Wedneaday,.t7,. Mote, & gen, pa, 





Fri, March 1» Seasral ere. 
tne, sht, caus, 
Saturday »} & gon pa, 
Monday ....11..In Bankraptey, 
Tuesday, y.19 } General , 
Wednesday.13 paper, 





taken as part of the General 


Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 


appeared in the Pa 


Any cause intended to be heard as 








caus., adj, 
sums., & gen. pa. 


Friday ...... 5..Petns, & gon, pa, 
Saturday . 6 {ome Sane pa 


Sacurday ..13 { = i 


Further Considerations will be 








a Short Cause must be so { Monday ....25 
Tate Sunt dprme le | Woda 
one y before t! y..2 
same can be pat in ths paper to | Thursday ..28 General paper. 
be so heard, and the necessary | Friday ....29 
papers must be leftin court with | Saturday ..30 
the judge's officer te day befure | Monday, Apr 1 
the cause is to ba put into the Eon aon Pa ; 
2. oe 
pape Thureday 4 General paper. 
Ma. Jusricr FRY. Friday--ee0. 5 
J ‘ Sitarday .. 6 
At Lincoln's-inn. Moniay sat ko $ 
Fri., March 8 General uesday.... 
Saturday .. 9 paper. | Wednesday..@ 
Suiraay | Thursday. Cajant ppee. 
Tuesday....12 bape ag | 
esday..13 ‘tarday ..13 
bee gag General paper. Mondiy ....15 
Friday ....15 Tuesday 16} Genera paper. 
Satuday ..16 Wedneslay..17 
Monday ....18 
Fae ape tag 
w ay... i 
Thuraday ..217 0eral paper. | 
Friday ....2 } 
Saturday ..23 } 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Transfer of Causes. 
OrpER oF Covrr. 
Thursday, the 21st day of February, 1878. 

‘Whereas, from the present state of the business before the 
Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins ani Mr. Justice Fry, it 
is expedient that a port’on of the causes set down to be heard 
or tried before Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins should 
be transferred to the book of causes for hearing or trial 
before Mr. Justice Fry; now I, the Right Honorable Hugh 
MacCalmont, Baron Cairns, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby crder that the several causes set forth in 
the schedule hereunto subjoined, be accordingly transferred 
from the books of causes standing for hear:ng or trial before 
the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins, to the book of 
causes for hearing or trial only before the said Mr. Justice 
Fry. And this order is to be drawn up by the registrar, 
and set up in the several cflices of the Chancery Division of 
the High Court of Justice. 

The Schedule. 

From the Vice-Chancell.r Sir Richard Malins’ Cause Book. 
In re Caballero, deceased. Reffell vy Leshly. Motion for 

judgment. 1877 C 412 
— v Saycr-Milward. Action with witnesses. 1875 H 

6 


Pelling v Goddard. Action. 1876 P 271 

ee Action and motion for judgment. 1876 

Rylands & Sons v Earl of Feversham. 
nesses, 1876 R 188 

Shore v Harrison. Action. 1877 S 328 

Burgoine v Taylor. Action with witnesses. 1877 B $21 

Glencross v Glencross. Action. 1877 G 15 

— a Action and motion for judgment. 1877 

Gearns v Smith, Action with witnesses, 1876 G 107 

Paterson v Wilson. Action with witnesses. 1877 P 204 

Oliver v Oliver. Motion for judgment. 1877 O 41 

Behe v Huxley, Action and motion for judgment. 1877 

45 

Associated Home Company v Whichcord. Action with 
witnesses. 1877 A 45 

Aspinall y Hancock, Motion for judgment. 1877 A 595 

Troup v Campbell. Action. 1877 T 18 

Horrocks v Rigby. Action. 1877 H 220 

Page v Morton. Cause. 1873 P 119 

Wallington vy Cook. Action. 1877 W 89 

Loog v Charageat. Action. 1877 L 109 

Cavey v Grubb. Action. 1877 C 239 

In re Bell, deceased, Bath ¥ Bell. Action with witnesses, 
1877 B 361 

Meirell v Wainwright. Motion for jadgment. ISTT M 262 

Reynolds v Glyde, Action. 1873 R 91 

Ash v Elwell, Cause. 1871 A 

Maxon v Evett. Cause. 1871] M 241 

Flower v Low Leyton Looal Board, Action, 1876 F 92 

Luddington y Lofthouse, Action with witnesses. 1877 L 
118 

Daweon v Narae, Action, 1876 D 210 

Parker v Burne. Action, I8TT P 236 


Action with wit- 
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Page v Stronsberg. Action. 1877 P 200 

Swift v Balshaw. Action with witnesses. 1877S 170 

In re Chism, deceased, Battersby vy Chism. Action with 
witnesses. 1877 C 126 

Tayler v Gould. Action with witnessess. 1877 T 101 

In re Bielby, deceased, Freer v Snowball. Action. 1377 
B 388 


Poulton y Nixon. Action with witnesses. 1877 P 105 

Masters v The Pontypool Local Government Board. Action 
with witnesses. 1876 M 368 

Miller v Miller. Motion for judgment. 1877 M 1275 

Vander-Howen v Hope. Action with witnesses. 1877 V 11 

Moore v Dickson. Action. 1877 M 209 

In re Boultbee, deceased, Boultbee v Boultbee. Action. 
1877 B 431 

Thornhill v Timmins. Action with witnesses. 1877 T 88 

Marriage v Simmons. Action with witnesses. 1877M 214 

— Meat Supply Association v Bouffler. Action. 1878 

2 


Rokeby v Elliot. Caure. 1872 R. 21 
In re Woodfine, deceased, Thompson v Woodfine. Action 
with witnesses. 1877 W 86 
Heritage v Black. Motion for judgment. 1877 H 371 
Ward v Drax. Action. 1877 W 94 
Waddell v Toleman. Action. 1877 W 369 
King y. Mayor of Bristol. Action. 1876 K 733 
Signed) Cairns, C. 
The causes transferred by the above order to Mr. Justice 


Fry will not be heard by his lordship before Monday, 
March 11. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
: Fripay, Feb. 15, 1878. 
Harris, P., and J, T. Last, Bradford, York, Solicitors. Dec 33 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, Feb. 15, 1878, 
‘ Limirep us Caancery. 

Brighton Livery Stables Company, Limi'ed —V.C. Bacon has, by an 
order, Cated Dec 18, appointed William Brocks, Old Jewry chambers, 
Old Jewry, to te officiat uidator 

Florerce Land and Public Works Company, Limited.—Creditors are 
required, on or before Mar 31, to send their names and addresses, 
and the psrticulars of their debts or claims to Charles Lee Nichols, 
Quecn Victoria st. Thursday, April 1!, at 3, is appointed for hear- 
ing end edjudizating upon the debts and claims 

Little Mountain Coal, Iron, and Clay Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Feb 9, directed to be heard before V.C. Malina 
on Marl. Milne and Co, Haroourt buildings, Temple, ageuts for 
Brown and Poge:s, Chester, solicitors for the petitioners 

Ehos Erick Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up, presented Feb 
12, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on Marl. Learoyd and 
Co, Albicn chambers, Moorgate, solicitors for the petitioners 


Tvzspar, Feb. 19, 1878. 
: Limrrep mm Caancerry. 

Biffaio Hide Horseshce Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed 
Friday, Mar 1, at 11, at bis chambers, as the time and place for the 
eppontmenrt of an official liquidator 

Great Western Colliery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Feb 16, direeted to be heard before V.C. Hall, on Friday, 
Marl. Speechly end Co, New inn, Strand, agents for Danger and 
Cartwright, Bristol, solic tore for the petitioners 

Manchester Rea) Ice Skating Rink Company, Limited.—Credi‘ors are 
required, on or before Mar 15, to send their names and addresses, 
ard tie paiticulars of their debts or claims to Edwin Banks Harding, 
Cooper st, ‘Manchester. Friday, Mar 29, at 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and a*judicating upon the debts and claims 

Military and General Tailoring Compeny, Limited.—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before Mar 25, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims to Edward Lawton, Soring 
gardens, Menchester, Mordsy, April 8, at 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and acjudicating upon the debts and caims 

Ferpay, Feb. 15, 1878. 
UsLimitep 1x CHANCEEY. 

Albion Life Aerurance & ciety.—Petition for winding up, prerented Dec 
16, Circeted to be heard te’ore V.C. Ma‘ine, on March 1, Blagden, 
Great Winchester st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Count? Patatixe ov Lancaster. 

Bepherson Boiler Making and Forge Company, Limited.—Creditors 
er requ'red, on or before Mar 14, to send their names and addresses, 
and the pariiculars of their debts or claims to James Taylor, Clegg 
pee a to sig Eoews, Booth st, Bast, Manchester, the 

cia) | quidators. Mcnday, Aprii 6, et 11, is appointed for heario, 
ard adjucicating upon the dobts and claims . 


5 Fxivay, ¥eb. 15,1878. 
Tividale Friendly Society, Tividale, Btefford. Feb il 
Tvtevat, eb. 19, 1876, 
was te Friend'y Bociety, Townhall, ¢1 Hempstead, Herts. 


en 
—e Cross Cabmen’s Chub Friendly Bociety, Britannia st, W.C. Feb 


———, 


Bankrupts. 
Farpay, Feb. 15, 1st¢. 
Crea erreierprern pene me Ry toteer, 
itors must forward proofs o the R 5 
Hunt, A Nel TSUN ee Billiara 
un oratio son ugh r 0: e! 
Table Maker, Pet Feb 12. Hezlitt. feb 27 at 1 : 
— — George, Noble st, Civil Engineer. Pet Dec 19, Hazlitt, 
at 


on hy mea td ~ the sag 2 iis 

Hackney, Arthur, Brighton, Auctioneer. et Fe . Evershed, 
Brighton, Mar 4 at 11 

Pulford, William, Birkenhead, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 13, 
Williams. Birkenhead, Feb 26 at 12 

Williams, John Samuel, Cardigan, Timber Merchant. Pet Feb 12, 
Lloyd. Carmarthen, Mar | at 1 


Tennant. Hanley, Mar | at 12.30 
Torspay, Feb. 19, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
fo Surrender in London. 
Beer, — Cheapside, Commercial Clerk. Pet Feb 15. Keene, 
Mar | a , 
Kelsey, W H » Clarindon terrace, Maida Vale, Wine Merchant. 
Pet Feb 14. Murray. Mar 6 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Gittus, Samuel, Birmingham, Beer Re‘ailer. Pet Feb 15. Parry, 
Birmingham, Mar 6 at 2 
Jones, James, Liverpool, Painter. Pet Feb 15. Bellringer. Liver. 
poo!, Mar 4at 11 
Martin, Lister, Leicester, Ale Merchant. Pet Feb 13. Ingram. 
Leicester, Mar 5 at 2 
Nock, Henry, Tipton, Stufford, Grocer. Pet Feb 14. Walker, 
Dudley, Mar 5 at 12 
Price, John, Liverpool, Plumber. Pet Feb 16. Bellringer. Liverpool, 


Mar 6 at 12 
Withnall, William Henry, Moss Side, Manchester, Hairdres-er, Pet 
Feb 16. Hulton. Salford, Mar 6 at 11 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fray, Feb. 15, 1878. 
Allen, Martin, Wrexham, Denbigh, Fish Dealer. Mar 2 at 12 at offices 
of Sherra‘t, Regent st, Wrexham 
Armstrong, William Thompson, Carlisle, Draper. Feb 27 at 3 at 3, 
Carruther st, Scotch st, Carlisle. Wannop 
Bard, Louis Thomas, Park villas, Shepherd’s Bash green, out of em- 
ploy. Feb 23at 4 at the Yorkshire Hotel, Philip lane 
Bielski, Matthew, Cardiff, Outfitter. Fed 25at 2 at the Royal Hotel, 
St Mary st, Cardiff. Brown, Bristol 
Bone, William, Framlingham, Suffulk, Machine Manufacturer, Mart 
at 11 at offices of Peacock, St Peter’s st, Ipswich 
Bradley, James Edward, Wakefield, Commission Agent. Feb 25 at3 
at offices of Lodge, Wood +t, Wakefield 
Biamsld, James, Wakefield, Tob ist. Feb 26 at 3 at offices of 
Lodge, Park row, Leeds 
Branson, Henry, Birmingham, Stonemason. Mar 1 at 3 at offices of 
Buller and Bickley, Benneti’s hill, Birmingham 
Brogden, Josepb, Thornhil', York, Bootmaker. Feb 28 at 2 at offices 
of Ainley, New st, Huddersfield 
Brown, Pattison Anna Somerville, St Cross, nr Winchester. Mar 4 at 
2 at offices cof Adams and Co, Jewry st, Winchester 
Burt, Henry Jeffery, Rayne, Essex, Brewery Manager. Mar 4 ati? 
2 = of Smoothy and Hobbs, New st, Braintree. Hobbs, jus, 
raintree 
Bussey, John, Dowgate Dock, Upper Thames st,Cork Merchant. Feb 
26at3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Peddell, Guildhall 
chambers, Gresham st 
Cameron, Malco!m, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Draper, Mar 
6 at 3 at offices of Blair, St James’ sq, Manchester 
Carter, William, Chorley, Lancashire, Innkeeper, Mar 1 at 8 at offiess 
of Jackson, Fazakericy st, Choriey 
Challenger, Henry Hartley, St George, Gloucester, Mason. Feb 23 at 
12 at offices of Essery, Guildhal!, Broad st, Bristol 
Clayton, James, Bradford, Bookseller, Feb 28 at 3.80 at offices of 
Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 
Crowsley, Charles, Wilshamstea1, Bedford, Pig Dealer. Feb 27 at3 
at offices of Stimson, Mi'l st, Bedford 
Dalby, Samuel, Bradford, Dealer in Works of Art. Feb 27 at 11.8086 
offices of Tempest and Hewson, Market rt, Bradford, Moore 
Dalgliesh, James, Hall Bank, Lancashire, Wheelwright. Feb 28 at 3 
at offiers of Barre)l and Rodway, Lord st, Liverpool 
Danby, George, Clarendon rd, Notting hill, Jewellor, Feb 26 at 3 at 
offices of Kisch avd Co, Chancery lane 
— oe, eae Da. Feb 28 at 3 at officss of Lupton, 
rrington st, Liverpoo 
Eastwood, Ambrose, Lytham, Lancashire, Builder, Feb 27 at 3 at the 
conte Hotel, Market ;lace, Pre:ton, Houghton and Myaes, 
reston 
Edwards, Jchn Brittle, Haddersficld, Commission Agent. Mar lat3 
at offices of Ramsden and Sykes, John William st, Huddersfield 
EKecouniere, Edouard, M st, Bl bury, Fan Manufacturer. 
Mar 4 at 3 at offices of Montagu, Bucklersbury 
Farina, Francis, Longsight, Manchester, Boot Dealer. Mar 5 at 12at 
offices of Whitt, King st, Marchester. Dawson, Manchester 
Fisk, Robert, Gorl-ston, Suff lk, Fish Merchant. Mar 4 at 8 at offlocs 
of Diser, King st, Great Yarmouth 
Foley, Thomas, Bridlington Quay, York, Saddler, Mar 4 at 1 at the 
Holderness Hotel, Beverley, Harland, Bridlington 
Forbes, Jamor, Brockton-on-Tees, Draper. Feb 25 at 11 at offices of 
udson and Pybus, Mechanics’ Institute, Dovecot st, Btockton-on- 
Tees. Tayler, Stockton-on-Tees 
Ford, Benjamin Bimuel, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. 
Feb 25 at 11 at the Pipe Hall Hotel, Bilston, ' Bowen, Bilston 
Fothergill, Wiliam, New Tredegar, Mon, Varmce, Mar 40+ 12 at offices 
of Vi in, Dock ot, Newport 











Mason & ce Coclety, National Schools, Carver st, SheMeld, Web iS 
Somsriien bocuty, Feathers Tavern, Temple st. Feb 16 


France Wulhim grove, Walham green, Ironmonger, Feb 27.06 
4 at sees of Morper eed Motley, Bediord row 


Wood, Peter, Hanley, Provision Merchant’s Manager. Pat Febll ”’ 
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Friskney, Parker, Middlesborough, Hatter. Feb 26 at 11 at Griffith's 
Temperance Hote!, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 
,John, Kingswinford, Stafford, out of business. Feb 28 at 10.30 
at offices of Jackson, Lombard st, West Bromwich y 
Gardner, William Snazell, 8 Essex, Farmer. Feb 28 at 12 at the 
Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds, on and Son, Bury St Edmur ds 
4, William, Caistor, Lincoln, Miller, Mar 4 at 12 at the Red 
Lion Hotel, Oaistor. Robbs, Brigg 
Gent, Joseph. Ilkeston, Derby, out of business. Mar 4 at 12 at offices 
of Press, Friar lane, Nottingham. Stevenson, Nottingham 
Gillmor, John Greenwood, Maybury, Surrey, Major in the Bomba: 
Steff Corps. Feb22 at 12at the County and Borough Hall, Nort 
st, Guildford, Geach, Guildford 
Goode, Deborah, oe Boot Dealer. Mar | at 11 at offices of 
Foster, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Greenslade, John, Exeter, Mattress Maker. Feb 26 at 11 at offices of 
Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Hartnoll 
Grimshaw, Joseph, Failsworth, nr Manchester, Builder. Mar 1 at3 
at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 
Gwilym, Jobn, Treorky, Glamorgan, Sca!ptor. Feb 28 at 1 at offices 
of Morgan, Mill st, Pontypridd 
Hall, Richard, Mayfield, Cribb’s Causeway, Gloucester, out of business. 
Feb 26 at 3 at offices cf Tricks and Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, 
Brisic]. Clifton, Bristol 
Hall, Samuel Meire, West‘elton, fSalop, out of business, Feb 28 at 11 
atthe George Hotel, Shrewsbury. Morris, Swan hi'l, Shrewsbury 
Hanson, William, and Thomas Hanson, Clitheroe, Lancashire, 
Wood Turners. Mar 1 at 11 at the Brownlow Arms Hotel, Clitheroe. 
Eastham, Clitheroe 
Harman, Thomas, Curtain rd, Shoreditch, Carmin. Mar 1 at 12 at 
offices of Taylor and Jaquet, South st, Finsbury sq 
Harry, Robert, Dinas Powis, nr Cardiff, Farmer, Feb 28 at 12 at offices 
of Jones, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Hartshorn, William, “King’s sq, Clerkenwell, Watch Manufacturer. 
Feb 25 at 3 at offices of Kisch and Co, Chancery lane 
Heckworthy, James, Leeds, Tailor, Feb 28 at 3 at offices of Hopps 
and Pedford, Bank st, Leeds 
Heinemeyer, Henry, Cullum st, Restaurant Keeper. Feb 25-at 2 at 
145, Cheapside. Holmes, Fenchureh st 
Helden, Albert Heinrich, South grove, Bow, Baker. Mar 7 at 2 atoffices 
of Brown, Basinghall st 
Heslop, Rev Robert Clayton, Aston-juxta-Birmingham. Mar 4 at1l 
at olfices of Ratcliff, Benneit’s hill, Birmingham 
Hind, Thomas, Batley, York, Joiner. Mar 5 at 3 at offices of Ridgway 
and Ridgway, Wellington st, Batley 
Hirst, Thomas, Leeds, General Agent. Feb 28 at 2 at offices of Uarle, 
Bank st, Leeds 
Holder, William, and Francis John Thomas, Birmingham, Electro 
Plate Manufacturers, Feb 27 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Cherry st, 


Holt, Samue!, Leeds, Bricklayer. Feb 27 at 12 at offices of Rooke and 
Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 
Hoye, Wiil:am, Parsioes, Essex, Gent. Marl at3 at the Guiidhall 
Coff.e House, Gresham st. Piesse and Sun, Old Jewry chambers 
Horner, William Whitfield, and George Barker, Ardwick, Lancashire, 
Engineers. March 7 at | at offices of Horner and Son, Carence st, 
Manche-ter 
Horridge, John, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Drapor. Mar 
a at i. at-offices of Kellasand Co, Peter st, Manchester. Blair, Man- 
ester 
Humphrey, James, Roath, Cardiff, Baker, Feb 25 at 11 at offices of 
Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 
Hurst, William Henry, Nottingham, Hosiery Manufacturer. Mar 4 at 
12 at offices of Hunt and Williams, Week@ay cross, Nottinghnm 
Hutchinson, Thomas, Witton p'rk, Durham, Grocer, Feb 2éat 11 at 
offices of Maw, jun, Bishop Auckland 
ham, Jeremiah, Blackburn, Drysalter. Feb 27 at 11 at offices of 
ding and Son, Bank chambers, Lord st west, Blackburn 
Izod, Edmund Charles, Cambridge rd, Hackvey, Rent Collector. Feb 
28 at 4 at 78, Globe rd, Mile End. Pitfield, Gray’s inn sq 
Jackson, William, Willenhall, Hosier, Mar 2 at 11 at offices of Baker, 
Walsall st, Wil'enhall 
Johnson, Herbert, Knutsford, Cheshire, Builder. Feb 27 at 3 at offices 
of Potter and Lowe, Mosley st, Manchester 
Tones, Owen, Croesyceiolog, Mon, Butcher. Mar! at 12 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Bridge st, Newport. Dauncey . 
Jones, Robert, Liandegla, Denbigh, Miller. Feb 27 at 11 at offices of 
Jones, Hevblas st, Wrexham 
Jordan, Edward, Pontypool, Boot Manu‘acturer. Fed 27 at 12 at the 
Queen’s Hote], Bridge st, Newport. Daunoey 
Jordan, Joshua, Birmingham, Tron Plate Worker. Mar 1 at 3 at o‘fic's 
of Cheston, Moor st, Birmingham 
Keene, Charles, Yatton, Hereford, Farmer. Mar 8 at 2 at offices of 
Minett and Co, St Mary st, Ross 
Kelly, James, Portsea, ok Maker. Feb 26 at 10 at offices of Blake 
and Reed, Unicn st, Portsea 
Enight, Edward, Woking, Surrey, Baker, Fob 22 at3 at the County 
and Borough Halls, Guildford, Surrey. Geach, Gui'dford 
dale, Augus'us Wotlaston, Scarborough, Gent. Mar 1 at 3 at 
ices of Crowther, Newborough, Scarborough 
Leeming, James, Liverpool, Leather Merch nt. Mar 7 at 3 at offices 
of Lupton, Harrinaton st, Liverpool 
n, Jesse, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Lancashire, Letter Cutter. 
Mar 4 at 3 at offices of Rigg, South King st, Manchester 
Lewis, William, Neuth, Glam organ, Furniture Dealer, Feb 28 at 12 
at offices cf Charles, Tho Parade, Neith 
Lewtas, Thomas Clarkson, Blackpool, Builder, Mar 5 at 11 at the 
Assembly Rooms, Talbot rd, Blackpool, Morgan, Blackpool 
Lioyd, Napoleon Thomas, West Malvern, Worcester, Commission 
Agent, Feb 26 at 12 at the Crown Hote), Broad st, Worcester. 
Cartwright, Birmingham 
MacKinnon, John Price, Delancey terrace, Camden town, Esq. Fed 
25 at Lat the Napoleon Hoio', Guildford, Surrey, Sharp and Ulli- 
thorne, Field court, Gray's inn 
Maddison, Wililim, Whbech, Cambridge, Confectioner, Feb 23 at 12 
at offices of O lard, York row, W abcoh 
+, William, Newport, I.W., Confectioner, Feb 23 at 11 at 
of Mew and Hooper, Oaatichold, Nowport 





ee Charles, Birmingham, Grocer. Feb 26 at 3 at offices of 
i 


st, Birmingham 

Mattingly, Joseph, jun, New Swisdon, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 27 at 1 
at the Queen’s Arms Hotel, New Swindon. Boodle, New Swindon 

Mellor, John, Lockwood, York, Warehouseman. Feb 28 at 11 at offices 
of eT New st, Huddersfield 

Moger, Edward Francis, Wolvertcn, Somerset, Farmer. Mar 4 at 2 at 
offices of Cruttwell and Co, Bath st, Frome 

Molloy, Margaret, Joseph Sutcliffe, and Gharles Senior, Leeds, Dyers. 
Feb 25 at 3 at offices of Walker, Bast parade, Leeds 

Morgan, Rees, Penffurd, Pembroke, Farmer. Mar 1 a: 11 at offieesof 
Howell, Stepney st, Llaneliy 

Newmarch, George Nelson, Nottingham, Hat Manufacturer. Mar 4 at 
3 at offices of Fraser, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Nicholas, Gwenllian, Bristol, Eating House Keeper. Feb 26 at 12 at 
offices of Eesery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristel 

Nixon, Samuel, Golden Hill, Stafford, Farmer. Feb 27 at 3at the 
Macc'esfield Arms Hotel, Macclesfield. Hollinshead, Tanstal! 

Noton, John, Brotherton, York, Biacksmith, Feb 23 at 11 at offices of 
Kemp, Barstow “4: Wakefield 

Osborne, William, St George, Gloucester, Labourer, Feb 23 at 11 at 
offices of Essery, Guildna!l, Broad st, Bristol 

Oxenham, James, Dunstable, Bedford, Draper. Mar 1 at 12 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, London. Benning and Sun, Dunstable 

Pearson, James Frederick, Pradhos, Northumberland, Surgeon’s 
Assistant. Feb 27 at 2 at offices of Wallace, Hutton chambers, 
Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Pegler, George, and George Samuel Pegler, Garnfach, Mon, Grocers. 
Mar 7 at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, Newport. Shepard, Tredegar 

Pickford, Daniel, Crockerton, Wilts, Farmer. Mar 6 at 12 at offices of 
McCarthy, Kirg st, Frome 

Pickwell, Isaac, Great Grimsby, Sawyer. Feb 28 at 11 at offices of 
Grange and Wintringham, St Mary’s chambers, St Mary’s gate, 
Great Grimsby 

Pazedecky, Asher Michelson, Middiesborough, Jeweller. Feb 28 at 11 
at offices cf Stubbs, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Porritt, Jobn, Lingdale, York, Grocer. Feb 26 at 11 ab the Blacx Lion 
Hotel, Stocktcn-on-Tees. Ward, Middlesborough 

Price, George, Maidenhead, St Mar 9at 1! at offices of 
B.itton, High st, Maidenkead 

Radley, John, Manchester, Tailor. Mar 1 at 2.°@at offices of Creeke 
and Co, Burton arcade, Deansgate, Manch 

Reece, William Henry, Queen’s rd, Bayswater, Tobac:o Manufactarer. 
Mar 11 at 4 at offices of Yorke and Rutter, Marylebone rd 

Rees, George Meurys, Cardiff, Auctioneer. Mar 2 at 12 at offices of 
Jones, St Mary st, Cardiff : 

Roach, John, 8: Jude's, Bris‘ol, Licensed Victualer, Feb 28 at 3 at 
offices of Clifton, Broad st, Bristol 

Rob: rts, Benjamin Edwin. Oxford, Ciothizr. Mar 12 at 11 at offices of 
Ma'lam, High st, Oxford 

Rylah, Thomas, Earlsheaton, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 27at 11 
at offices of Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 

Scott, James, South Shields, Builder. Mar 5 at 3 at offices of Dale, 
King st, South Shields 

Skeels, Walter, Thrapston, Northampton, Builder. Feb 23 at ll at 
offices of Andrew, Market sq, Northamp*on 

Smith, Alfred Hodgson, and W'lliam Henry Raynor, Nottingham, 
Brass Founders. Mar 1 at 10 at offices of Acton, Victoria st 
Nottingham 

Smith, John, Stafford, Licens2d Victualler. Fed 28 at 11 at offices of 
Bowen, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 

Smith, William Azore, Newport, Mon, Draper. Feb 23 at 12 at offices 
of Williams and Co, Commercial st, Newport 

Smith, William Towers, Upper Phillimore place, Kensington, 
Physician. Feb 25 at 3 at offices of James, Finsbary circus 

Starling, Jchn Matthew, Norwich, Stationer. Feb 27 at 3 at offices of 
Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 

Starr, Joseph, Kidderminster, Worcester, Coach Builder, Feb 27 at $ 
at the Chess Room, Municipal buildings, Kidderminster. Day aad 


Co 

Stockman, Henry, Litcham, Norfolk, Grocer. Feb 27 at 2.30 at the 
King’s Arms Hotel, East Dereham 

Stowe, Frederick Wiliam, Walmgate, York, Clothier. Mar 4 at 12 at 
offices of Mann and Co, New st, York 

Sykes, John, Amcotts, Lincoln, Innkeep:r. March 2 at 12 at the 
Reindeer Hotel, Doneaster. Newboro, Epworth 

Tabb, Alfred Godby, Leeds, Tobacconist, Feb 28 at $3 at offices of 
Hewson, East parade, Leeds 

Taylor, James, Croft, nr Darlington, Retted Ironworks Manager. 
March 1 at 8 at offices of Clayhills, Conisetiffe rd, Dartingtoa 

Taylor, Willim, Willenhall, Stafford, Publican, Marea 2 at lat 
offices of Baker, Walsa'l st, Willenha'l 

Thomson, Frederick Alexander, Hastings, Sussex, Confectioner. Fed 
27 at 19 at the Law Institution, Chancery iane. Jones, Hastings 

Thomson, John, St. Heien’s, Lancaster, Groo wr, Fed 27 at 2 at offices 
of Quinn and So s, Lord st, Liverpoo’, Riley, S:. Helen's 

Thompson, Robert, Bishop Aucklan*, Provision Merchant, Mareh ? 
at 3 at offices of Proud, Market place, B s.op Auckland 

Tippett, William Henry, Bristol, Dealer ia tancy Articles, Fed 25 at 
Tat the Beaufort Arms, Nelson st, Bristol 

Toomer, Henry, Southampton, Builder, Fob 28 at 3. at offices of Kilby, 
Portland at, Southampton 

Tremain, Henry John, Hackney ni, Coffea house Keepar. Fed aSat id 

) 








at offices of Hawkins, Ohancery la 

Turner, Richard, South Norwood, Surrey, Plam er, Fed 2 at Lat ll, 
Tronmor lane. Pull.n, Bisinghall st 

Vernon, Edward, Talke Pitts, S:afford, Groeer, Fed 25 at 3 at offices 
of Holl » Tanstall 

Vincent, Walter Joha, Southam st, Upper Westbourne park, Aut 
tioneer’s Clerk. Feb 23 at 12 at offices of Morris, Ladgate tall 


bas ay ry Edward Livesey, Ootetort, Gloacester, Colliery M unager. 


Feb 28 at 12 at the Feathers Hotel, Lydaey., Parker, Newham 
Waliani, Séwere, Alte’ ‘ ~~ , Manatactariang Jeweller, 
Feb 27 at 12 at offices indus, Cre 
Wareop, Jos»ph William, Biraethy-te- Wold, Lineoin, Groe x, Feb 37 
at 12 at offices cf Stephenson ard Moaata'n, Bothiehem st, Great 
Grimebdy 
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Isaac, Birmingham, Pub ican. Feb 25 at 2 at offices of Tarleton 
Temple st, Birmingham 

Weatheril!, Th mas, Southport, Builder.. Feb 28 at 3 at offices of Gib- 
son and Co, South John st, Liverpool. Barker, Southport 

Whiteley, Jeremiah, Bradford, York, D-aper. Feb 26 at 11 at offices 
of Cox, Wellington chamb:rs, Westzate, Bradford 

Wilde, John, Everton, nr Liverpool, out of busiae.s, Feb 28 at 3 at 
offices of Thompson, Hamilt »n st, Birkenhead 

Wilkinson, Felix, Burton-cum-Walden, York, Farmer. Feb 28 at 10 at 
offices of Hammond, Leyburn 

Wilson, James, jun, Heaton Norris, Lancaieter, Joiner. Murch 
4 at 11 at offices of Vaughan and Sons, Tiviotdale, Heatoa Norris 

Wilscn, John, Dunverdale, Lancaster, late Farm2r. Fs 28 at 10 at 
the King’s Head Inn, Broughton-in-Furness. Dickinson, Broughton- 
in-Furness 

Wilson, Joseph, Middiesborough, Contractor. Mar 1 at 11 at offices of 
Stabb, Albert r?, Middlesborough 

Tvuespay, Feb. 19, 1878. 

Abbott, Edwin, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ship Carpenter. Mar 7 at 3 at 
offices of Stead and Sibre, Bishop lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Atkin, Hesry, Winsford, Cheshire, Grocer. Mar 6 at 10 at the Pa ten 
Arms Hotel, Warringt»n. Cooke, Winsford 

Billard, Edward, Bristo', out of busines«. 
Tucker, Ali Saints’ iane, Bristol a 

Barr, Nicholas, Slapewath, Guisborough, York, Grocer. Mar 5 at 3 at 
offices cf Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Bedtord, William Walte-, Blacspoo!, Plamber. Marl at3 at the 
Shelle)’s Arms Hvtel, Fishergate, Presto:. Sykes, Blackpool 

Bellman, Lswis, Ovington st, Brompton, nooccapition. Mar ]4 at 3 
at offices of Goldberg uni Langdon, Wes: st, Finsbury cireus 

Beanett, Charies, King’s Lyon, Norfolk, Builde-. Mar4 at 12 at offices 
of Beloe. New Condsit s:. King’s Lynn 

Blunéell, John, Runcora, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. Mar 7 at 2 
at Bank chambers, Ru:corn. Linaker, Rancorn 

Bolton, Jour, Tilstocs, Salop, Castra‘o-. Fed 23 atlas ofezs of 
Etches, Green End, Whitchurch, Salop 

Bowen, Rees, Treorky, Glamrgan, G over. Mar 4a‘ 12.30 at offices 
of Lucoc<, Duke st, Cardiff. Morgan and Scott, Cardiff 

Bradley, Samuel, Westbourne grove, Draper. Mar 6 at 3 at 111, Ch2ap- 
side. Peckham and Ct, Docters’ commons 

Brainwood, William Henry Tucker, Elsley rd, Wandsworth, Oilmin,. 
Mar 7 at 3 at offices of A‘rj, Eastcheap 

Brindley, William Kel'y, Sunderlani, Timber Merchant. M.r 1! at 11 
at offices of Walthew, West Sunniside, Sunderiand 

Bulmer, Richard, Cali ornia, York, Grocer. Mar 5 at 1.30 at offices of 
Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Barrows, William Henry Hocking, Falmesth, Grocer. Mar 5 at 3 at 
off ces of Jenkins, Post Office buildings, Falmouth 

Burton, Alfred, Hanley, Joiner. War 5 at 11 at offices of Bishop, Bank 
cbanbers, Hanley 

Bashby, Robert, and Edward Beeson, Aston New Town, nr Birming-, 
ham, Builders. Mar 4 at 3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st 
Birmisgham 

Bytheway, Joho, Ludlow, Sslop, Butcher. Mar 7 at 12 at offices of 
Bowles, Mill st, Ludlow 

Chalker, Frederick, Beccles, Suffolk, Cornchandler. Mar 11 at 12 at 
offic:s of Angel, Blythburgate st, Beccles 

Chester’, Joho, Tanstall, Grocer, Mir 4 at 3 at o‘ices of Alcock, 
Market st, Tunstall 

Ciarke, R bert Richard, Snettisham, Norfolk, Farmer. Mar 4 at 1.30 
at offices of Beloe, New Condaitst, King’s Lyna 

C eag, Jo-haa, Huddersfield, Cabinet Maker. Ma-6 at }1 at offices of 
John on and Crook, Marset walk, Huddersfield 

Collins, Mark, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Tailor, Mar 4 at 10 at offices 
of Goatly, We tminster bridge rd 

— Robert, Chislett, Kent, Carpenter. 


Mar 6 at 1 at offices of 


Mar 4 at 2 at the Fleur-de- 
Hotel, Can erbury. Min’er, Folkes'one 

Craig, Robert, Gatesneai, Durham, Brickmaker. Mar 4 at 2.30 at 
offices of Pybus, Dean st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Cranston, John, West Hartlepool, Grocer, Mir7 at 12 at offices of 
Beil, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Creemer, George, Birmingham, Fraiterer. Mar 1 at 3 at officss of 
Pellows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Crine, William Nathaniel, and Henry Shelley, M-or lane, Umbrella 
Mounters. Mar6 at 2 at 145, Cheapside, Whittingtoa and Son, 

‘ate et without 

Dillon, James Varker, acd Lin Dillon, Manchester, Smillwire Minu- 

— Mar 6 at 11.20 at oftices of Sale and Co, Booth et, Man- 


che 
Eccles, Robert, Th rgavby, York, Carrizr. Mur 4 at 4 at the Old Swan 
Inn, Selby. Wright, Scib ' 
Evans, Thomas, Llsaelly, rmirthen, Shoemaker. Mar 1 at 12 at 
otees A Howe l, S:esney at, Lianel'y 
Pleetham, Thomas J:ho, West Hartlepool, Commision Agent. Mar 
6 at 12 at offices of Marchal’, Charch st. West Aartl spool 
Friday, Francis Gillingham, Kent, Market Gardsner. Mir 7 at 3 at 
AS es of Proll, High et, Rochester 
Prietianter,Bsiomo, and Wall Frieliander, North Ormesby, York, 
Nsi' Mansfactarers. Mar 1 at 2.20 at Grifith’s Temp-rance Hote!, 
eo 5, Middlesvor ugh. Biinvritgs and Baruley, M:dilss- 


or 
Pry, Thomas, Cranbrook, Kent, Pngineer. Mar 11 at 11 at the Quecn’s 
‘ Besa Hote), Maidstone. Drew, Del 
Gaschne, Witton Gartevns, and Henry William Gasecins, Central 
Mest Varket, Meat Sleemen. Feb 2% at 4 at the London Jvint Stock 
Bank chanbern, Wet Saithfield. Aurbard 
Geor.¢, Thomas Daniel, Swansea, Painter, Mar 4 at 2 at ofioss of 
Beven ana Hanent, henati wt, Briel, Giarcosine Swanses 
Gibson, Yams, Gioucester, Hoael Keeper, Mar 4 at 2.40 at the 
. os ator Gh er, Taynvwn aad Bon, Gionsester 
Githeat, Geonge, Preston, Baiider. Mar 4 at 11 a+ offices of Charniey 
ard Vir eh, Vou #, Prenton 
‘A Mir 4 at 3 atthe Bul 


Ochtatt, Vawin, Veatherstrre, York, Grocer. 
Mad, Weeds. Kaberry, Pontetrre: 

(tha, Jomn ¥rtete, Webeach, Cam*rilge, TAconwl Victualler, 
od tse the White Lion Temperance Hotel, Wisbench, Gaches, 








—_—_— 
—= 


Hall, Adam, Laneshaw bridge, Lincashire, Colliery Propristor. 
5 at 3.30 at the Grey Mare Ina, Bary, Hartly, Burn'ey as 
Handford, William, Parracomb:, Devon, Innkesper. Feb 26 at 12 at 
offices of Chanter and C», Bridge Ha'l chambers, Barnstap'e 


Hargrave, Alfred, Baddesley, Warwick, Hitter, Muar 4at 3 at offica, 


of Reeves, Paradis: st, birmingham , 

Hayes, Thomas, Tyldesley, Lancashire, Beerseller. Mar8 at 3 at offices 
of Ambler, Church st, Leigh 

Heath, James Bartlam, Bidboroug>, Kant, Licens+d Victualler. Mar 
Lat 12 at offic-s of S.one and Simpson, Church rd, Tan>ridze Wells 

Hibbett, Josiah, Exton, Ratiand, Grocer. Mar 8 at 11 at offices of 
Law, St Mary’s place, Stamford 

Higgins, Edwin, C.uckton, Salop, Farmer. Mar 1 at 11 at offizes of 
Clarke, Swan hill, Shrewsbury « 

Hinks, James Plucknett,: Br.ghton, Bootmaker, Mar 7 at 2 at office 
of Brandreth, Queen Victoria st 

Hirst, Charles, Great Eastos, Leicester, Pub‘ican. Mar 8 at 2 g 
offices of Law, St Mary’s place, Stamford 

Holloway, Ssephen, Bath, Tob cconist. Feb 27 at 12. at offices of 
Cruttwell, Harington place, Queen sq 

Holioway, William Henry, Chatham hill, Chatham, Licensed Vic. 
tua'lers’ Assistant. Feb 23 at 11 at offices of Wymond and Norman, 
O dnaneca terrace, Chatham : 

Huckvale, Wiliiam, Wosbarn, Buckingham, of no occupation, Mar 
at 3 at offices of Parker and Son, Easton st, High W+combe 

Huntingdon, Joseph, C.risle, Hairdresser, Mar 4 at LI at offices of 
Clutterbuck and Trevensn, B snk chambars, Bank st, Carlisle 

Jackson, Thomas Tuasta"!, ani Willian Gillison Jackson, Greasley, 
Nottinzham, Bakers. Muar 4 at 11 at offises of Everall and T srner, 
St Peter's Church walk, No:tingham 

Jacobs, Morris, Middle:borough, Watchmeker, Mar 1 at 11 at 2%, 
Market st, Coventry. Sill, Middlesborough 

Jarvill, Jo epb, Salford, Lancaster, Joiner. Mar 1 at 3 at officeso! 
Vaughan-Jones, Bridge +t, Manchester 

Jenkins, William, Cwmbran, Monmouth, Grocer. 
offices of Lloyd, Bank chambers, Newport 

Jennings, Thomas, Sheffield, Boot and Shoe D.aler. 
o'fces of Webster, Hartshead, Sheffield 

Johnson, Thomas, Leices er, Publisher. Mar 4 at 3 at offices of Loseby 
and Brutton, Market place, Leicester 

Jones, John Rowiand, Ruabon, Denbigh, Plumber. Mar 2 at 11.30 at 
offices of Morris, the Priory, Wrexxam 

Jones, Richard, Pentregethin, Glamorgan, Builder, Feb 28 at 3 at 
18 York place, Swan.ea 

Judd, Alfred Stokes, and Samuel William Hawkiaogs, York st, Mile 

od, Buildera. Mar 1 at 3 at offices of Kirby, Guildhall Coffee- 

house, Gresham st 

Karn, Thomas, Birmingham, Chemist. Mar 4at11 at offices of Foster, 
Benn+tt’s hill, Birmingham 


Kerry, James, Clifton, Bristol, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Mar 6 at 


Mar 4 at 12 at 
Mar 5 atSat 


2.30 at offices of Jolin and Samuel Brazier Parsons, High st, Brista. 
Meade-King and Bigg, Bristol 

Klaus, Cleme:s, Spring place, Wandsworth rd, Baker. Mar 6 at 3 at 
—_ of Eve’, O:d Corn Exchange, Mark lane. Palmer, Charles a, 

exton 

Lace, Richard, Tuston, Hereford, out of business, Mar 4 at 1! at 
offices of P.per, Court House, Ledbury 

Law, Peter, Rochdale, Lancas:er, Joiner. Mar 6 at 3 at offices of 
Standrigg, King st, Rochdale 

Long, Jeremiah, Bradford, Grocer. Feb 27 at 11 at ofices of Sirglaton, 
New Booth st, Bra ford 

» William, Lower Bullingh:m, Hereford, Farmer, Mar 2 at ¢ 

at officcs of Coruer, High Town, Hereford 

Marks, David Lewis, and Rowland Samuel Niblett, Canal rd, Mile end, 
io yoga Mar 4at3 at offices of Lee, Gresham buildings, Basing- 

ls 

Marr‘son, Robert, Norwich,Gunmaker. Mar 6 at 12 at offices of At- 
kinson, Post Office st, Norwich 

Maitews, Robert, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Shoemaker, Mar 4 at ll at 
offices of Bond, Grainger st west, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Miller, Gilbert Farie, Manchester, Cotton Manutacturer. Mar 6 at 2 
o%ices of Cunliffe and Co, Brown st, Manchest r 

Moore, David Henry, Hertford, Dealer in Spirits. Mar J at 11.30 at 
the Old Black ree, West st, Hertf.r!. Palmer, Charles sq, 
Hoxton 

Morewood, Johnson Prominaret, Radcliff-, Laxcashire, Wholesale 
Stationer, Feb 28 at 3 at offices of Dawson, Wood st, Bolton 

Moris, John, Bristol, Diaper, Feb 26 at 12 at oft'css of Denning and 
Co, Shannon court, Bristol 

Morris, William Payne. Combe Fiorsy, Somerset, Farmer. Mar 7 at 
1} at cffices of K te, East st, Taunton 

Mores, William, Aberdare, Grocer. Feb 28 at 1 at the Queen’s Hot, 
Cardiff. Liu:on, Aberdare 

Mountain, Rub:rt, and Jonn Henry Mila’s, Wakefield, Whitesm ith. 
Lee 4 at 3 at the Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield. Lodg-, Wake- 

Mann, James, Bilston, Baker. Mar 1 at 11 at offices of Stratton and 

Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Nicolson, Charloite, Sidmouth, Devon, F.b 2) at 12,30 at the Castle 

Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Radfors 

Mur 8 at 3 at 


Nicholson, Samucl Greaves, Manchester, Linen Ageat, 
offices of Boote and Edgar, Boo.h at, Manchester 

Oc'ne, Frederick Henry, Hulme, Surgeon Dentist. Mar 4 at il at 
oftices of Whitt, King st, Manchester. Dawso», Manchester 

Oliver, Thomas Babington, and Frederick O iver, Oidham, Provision 
Dealerr, Mar 6 at 3 ut offices of Bote aid Ergar, Booth st, Man- 


chester 
Oll ff, Wiliam John, Ciilitolton, Hants, Grozer. Mar 4 at 8 at offices 
of K iby, Portland st, Bouthampioa 
‘ev, Cha les Brown, Steyning, Sussex, Builder. Mur 8 at | at offices 
of Flowers, B.e lng . 
Parkes, Joweph,§O+rolins Rasson, and Edward Russon, Wola, Cart 
Geat Makers, Mar 6 at 11 ot offices uf Glivor, Park a', Waisal 
Peace, Tucmas Kowland, Birmingham, Butche’. Mac 4at 11 wt ofees 
A Jaques, Oherry st, Birminghan 
Phillips, Juhn, Great Bridge, Staffo d, Grocor, Mar 4 at 11 st offices 
of Biasespesro, Obusch et, Oldbury 
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Pike, Edm Bir ham, Baker. Mar 4 at 3 at offices of Duke, 
Temple row, Birmin zham 

Powles, Thomas, Monmouth, Innkeepsr. Mar 1 at 1 at ths King’s 
Head Hotel, Monmouth. Williams, Ross 

Reed, Robert, Bishop Auckland, Auctioneer, Feb 28 at 1 at offices of 
Fleming, Union chambers, Grainger st west, New-astie-upon-Tyne 

Rees, Thomas, Ferry Siie, Carmarthen, Grocer, Mar 1 at 2 at offices 
of Thomas and Bro >, Lower Market st, Carmarthen 

Richardson, Thomas, and Arthur O-born, Skelton, York, Butchers. 
Mar 5 at 11.30 at offices of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Robinson, Benjamin Dixon, Birmingbam, Publisher. Mar 6 at 11 at 
offices of Free, Temple row, Birmingham 

Ro*inson, Thomas, Stockton-on-Tezs, Fruit Merchant. Mar 4 at 3 at 
offices of Tweedy, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Ro John, White Lion st, Chelsea, Ironmonger. Mar 8 at 2 at 
tices of Mann, Essex s', Strand 

Rezier, Alfred Edward, Elgin rd, Paddington, Furniture Dealer. Feb 
27 at 12 at offi-es of Morris, Ludgate hill 

Rule, James, Guisborough, Greengrocer. Feb 28 at 2 at Unicorn 
Hotel, High st, Stock on-on-Tees. Stanilaud, Guisborough 

Rumbold, Samuel, Great Durnford, Wilts, Farmer. Feb. 28 at 12 at 
offices of Hill, Bul! Inn, Fisherton Anzer 

Russell, Robert, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Victualler. Feb 27 at 11 
at Queen’s Hotel, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Scutt, Uriah, North st, Fitzroy sq, Engineer. Mar7 at 2 at offices of 
Adams, Grecian chambers, Temple. White, Grecian chambers 

Sendall, Richard, Honingham, Norfolk, Farmer. Mar 4 at 12 at offices 
of Emerson, Ramp int Horse st, Norwich 

Sharpe, George Andrew Bonar, Sanderland, Artist. Mar 4 at 12 at 
offices 0' Steel, Bank buildings, Sunderland 

Sheldon, William, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Cab Proprietor. 
Mar 5 at 11 at offices of Young, Queen’s chambers, Princess st, 
Manchester 

Simmons, John Owen, Cable st, Whitechapel, Beerhouse Keeper. 


h 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


An tic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of tha Finest Quality, with the 
— $ fat extracted. ss 

e Faculty pronounce it “‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakf: Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aod Children.” 


£ Highiy commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it snits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
= yeaa esc . cies 

ade instantaneously wit iling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a hem mi Ay . 

CocoaTIna A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
= Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 33., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 

H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 


57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless systera of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 











Feb 28 at 2 at 11, Ironmonger lane. White, Grecian ch 8, 


Temple 

he cane Richard, Kingsdown, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. Mar 2 at 
1] at offices of Ward, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Simpson, Joseph, and William Simpson, Eaglesfie'd, Cumber'and, 
Implement Maker. Mar 3{at 2 at offices of Wicks and Burn, Castle- 
gate, Cockermouth 

Pat Retest, Bagby, York, Grocer. Mar 5 at II at offices of West, 
Thirs! 

Smith, George, Birmingham, Tai'or. Feb 28 at 10.15 at offices of East, 
Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Smith, William, West Hartlepool, Durham, Fruiterer, Feb 28 at 11 at 
offices of Tayl: r, Mechanics’ Institute, Doveco st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Spencer, James, Brad'ord, Devon, Farmer, Mar 4 at 11 at offices of 
Bray and Peter, Hosworthy. Thorne, Barustapie 

Spurgeon, Samne!, Thetford, Norfolk, Grocer. Mar2at 1 at offices 
of Kent, St Andrew's Hall Plain, Norwich 

Stacey, Oliver Joseph, Burmantofts, Ycrk, Boot Maker, Mar 2 at 1] at 
offices of Hanson, Cora Exchange, Leeds. Dresser, Leeds 

Stick, Joseph, Lower Kernick, Cornwall, Farmer. Mac 4 at 12 at 
offices of Collins, Fore st, Bodmin 

Stone, William, Chatham, Licenced Victualler. Feb 28 at 2 at offices 
of Wymond and Norman, Ordnance terrace, Chatham 

Taylor, James, Blackbuin, Pawnbroker. Mar 2 at !1 at offices of Hall, 
Victcria st, Blackburn 

Thick, Charles, Shepton Mallett, § » Hawker. Muir 5 at 1 at 
Hare and Hounds Hotel, Shepton Mallet. McCarthy, Frome 

Thomas, James Vinson, sen, and James Vinson Thomas, jun, Swansea, 
Merchants. Mar 4 at 2 at offices of Strick and Bellingham, Fisher 
st, Swansea 

Thompson, Sidney, Nottingham, Hatter. Mar 2 at 3 at offices of Lees, 
jun, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Tomlinson, Thomas, Heybrook, Lancashire, Corn Dealer. Mar 2 at 
1] at offices of March, Lord st, Rochdale 

Townley, Willium, Leeds, Grocer. Mar 4at 11 at offices of Hardwick, 
Tofirmary st, Leeds 

Turk, Richard, Avenue E,‘Metropolitan Meat Market, Meat Salesman, 
Mar 8 at 2 at offices of Pannell and Co, Guildhall chambers, Basing- 
ball st. Neave, Cheapside 

Tysos, Joseph, Altham, Lancashire, Farmer. Mar 4 at 3 at offices of 
Charles and Co, Queen st, Accrington 

Walker, Alexander, Surrey, Surge. Mar 14 at 3 at offices of Fry 
and Hud:oo, Hart st, Mark lane 

Walker, George Stephen, Shoot-up-Hill, Kilburn, Surgeon. Mar! at 
12at offices of Allingham, Old Broad st 

Waiker, William, likley, York, Joiner, Mar 4 at 2 at offices of Mark- 
land and Davey, Albion st, Leeds 

Walker, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Engineer. Mar 5 at? atl, 
Parhament :t, Kingston-upon-Hull. Middlemies and Pearce 

Walkinton, Jobn Henton, Tenby, Pembroke, Ironmonger. Mar 4at 
1.30 at the Guildhall, Carmarthen. Gwynne and Stokes, Tendy 

Warburton, James, Greenheys, Manches'er, Commercial Traveller, 
cond 6 at 2 at offices of March and Butterworth, Bank st, Man- 


er 
Want, George, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Baker. Mar 2 at 11 at offices 
of Solomon, Ann st, Birmingham 
Watts, John, Chesterfield, Derby, Pork Butcher. Mar 2 at 3 at offices 
of Gee, High st, Ohesterfield 
hitaker, Thomas, Colchester, Builder, Mar 8 at 12 at offices of 
Jones, Townhall chambers, Colchester , 
White, William Spencer, Great Grimsby, Watchmaker, Mar lat 3 at 
8 of Wright and Marshall, Now st, Birmingham 
ik neon, Henry, Burton High Harris, Cumberland, Farmer. Mar 5 
at 3at offices ot McKolvie, Sandhills lane, Whitehaven 
inson, Lucas, Alford, Lincoln, Ionkeoper. Fob 28 at 2 at offices of 


) \ford 
Wilve, James, Wilby terrace, Bow rd, Greoer. Fob 26 at 11 at North 
duildings, Eidon st, Finsbury, Dobson, Dake at, Aldgate 
ro Willa , Tranmere, Ohoshito, Mar 5 at 3 at offices of Parkin- 
4 ’ 


ve it 

Wormald, David, Binkdale, York, Contractor. Mar 7 at 10,30 at offices 
of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsabur 

Wraith, Richard, Gravesond, Kont, outof business, Mar 9 at 11 at 
offices of Wymond and Norman, Ordnance terrace, Chatham 








EDE AND SON 
ROBE MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &e. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY E CLERGY GOWNS, ZC 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS. 


TEPHENS’ 


SCARLET INK For STEEL PENS, 


This ink is unaffected by stee! pens; it is a most Drilliant and per- 
manent col our ; it can be used upon parchment, and is consequently 
of great value to solicitors and draughtemen. 

Sold in stone botties, by all stationers, at ls., 3s., 3a, and 7s. 6@ 

ach; and in glass bottles at 6d. and Is. each. 


ORTGAGES.—£80,000 for immediate investmen’ 
in sums of £300and upwards, to be Advanced on Freehoids 
Leaseholds, Absolute and Contingent Reversions. Five per cent., 
interest; on Landed Estates Four per cent.—Apply to Mr. Brat, 20, 
Regent-street, Waterloo-placs, 8. W. 


EST OF ENGLAND ESTATE AGENCY 

OFFICES.—A list published Monthly. Parties wishing to 

dispose of property in the West of England, should forward particulars 

to r C. Staax & Co, 13, Strand, Torqasy. No change of any kind 

uniess a Parchaser or Tenant is introduced by them. Terms of com 
mission on application. 


L_TNOOEN'S INN-FIBLDS, near the NEW LAW 
COURTS.—Capital suites of Offices, in the First, Sesond, and 
Third Floors, to be Let, together or separately.—Ap te Mevwrs. 
Paicentt, Vanasies, & Co., Auctioncers and Surveyors, 62, Caancery- 
lane, W.C., and Barnet, Herts. 


DVERTISING.—C. H. MAY & CO., GENERAL 
ADVERTISING OFFICES, 
78, Gracechurch-street, London, B.C. Established 1846. 
Advertisements received for insertion in all newspapers, &e. 
‘ a: + = Advertising, Special and very favourable 
erms qu ora 
C. He MAY & CO. also receive advertisements addressed to their 
offices, without extra charge. 




















No. 5, MONTAGU-SQUARE, W. 
R. HENRY GIBBS, for MESSRS. BATTAM & 
Go LONELY: FRERUARK 39, 180. (uuleen previowsty 
B.C,, on D ? 
Wepteed of by private contract), the above CAPITAL FAMILY BEL 
SIDENCE, held on lease for an unexpired term of 99 years, at the lew 
rental of £140 per annum, It contains seven ded and dressing- 
rooms, bath-reem, four reception-rooms, and apy o Mices. 
Particulars and conditions of sale may he bad at the Mart; of 
a tre & PAGDEN, Solicitors, 5 New-aquare, Lincoln's 
pn, W.C. 
and, with order to view, of Messrs, BATTAM & O0., 28, Mountatrest, 
Grosvenor-square, Lendov, W, 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Feb. 23, 1878, 
———— 





tad REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
: SOCIETY, 


24, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, W.C. 


Cuataman—Alfred H. Shadwell, Esq. 
Deputy-Cuairnman—H. Cecil Raikes, Esq., M.P. 


Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent In- 
terests, 


Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversion's, 

Annuities , Immediate; Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endow- 
ments granted on favourable terms. 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 


be had at the office, 
GC. B. CLABON, Secretary. 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
19, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Paid-up Capital, £480,000. 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
. 8. CLAYTON, 
C. H. CLAYTON, 


'NHE AGRA BANK eI M tte D). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong, 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with Lon‘on bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £190. 

Derosirts received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon, 

Brits irsued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra chirge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Satrs AnD Purcwasts effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 

en. 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civi] pay and pensions realized 

Every other description of banking vote and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


53 PER CENT. DEBENTURES. 


NATIONAL MORTGAGE AND AGEN‘SY Earns OF 
NEW ZEALAND, LIMITED 
Travsters—Charles Magniac, Fsq., 3, Lombard-street, B.C. 

Archibald Orr Ewing, F'sq., M.P., of Ballikinrain, N.3. 
Cuarmuan—Henry R. Grenfell, E-q., 27, Upper Tham?s-street, E.C. 
Bankers—Messrs. Smith, Payne, & Smiths ; 

The Royal Bank of Scotlind. 
The Company RECEIV#S MONEY on LOAN, for which it ISSUES 
DEBENTURES bearing intere~t at 44 per cent. ‘for 3 years, 5 per cent, 
-for 5 years, and 54 per cent. for 7 years, payable half-yearly by coupons, 
which are attached to the Bonds. 
full information and Application-Forms can be obtainel at the O%ce 


of the Company. 
46, Lombard-street, London, E.0. J. W. pEO NARD, Sec. 





Joint 
Secretaries. 











LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority; and LONDON ard 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
aes" GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession te the advantages 
cf his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continueé 
support.—N.B. One copy of ad vertisement only required, and thestrictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment and file of ‘‘ London Gazstte” kept, By apvointment. 


ALKER’S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 

superseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 
1867. Gold from £15 15s.; Silver from £6 68,68, Cornhill; 936 
Regent-street; 76, Strand. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 














The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate ure 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedil a 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHARE CE 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches, Oom- 
Ptnirs Fee Stamps Raliwey wc narvetvpatondi Forms, 


Solicitors’ “Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CQ, 
(Late ASH & ETT), 
Scationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration A ry nga 49, Fiest, 
street, London, E.C. (corner. of Serfeanta’-tnm 
‘Annual and other Kicturne Stamped and Filed, 





PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIO 
192, Fleet-street, and | &-2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C, 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders: 


| Dravr Pare, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. ee 7s, 9d.,and 9s. 94.-per ream. 


Baier Paper, 158. 6d., 17s. 6d,, and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Foorscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. a. +) and 18s. 6d. per ream, 

Cream-Laip Nore, 3s., 4s.,@a45 8. per ream. 

Lares Caeam-taip Note, 4s. 64., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lagee Bivux Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream 

ENvVELoPEs, CREAM OR Bur, $s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. Se. 64, por 1000, 

Tue “ TempLe’’ ENveLOPe, extra secure, 9s. 64, 

Footscar OrrictaL Envetores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

Parteipee & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Cxvs-Hover ee 9s. 64, 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of wort! 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘*PAR’ 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE’ PAPER,” 
which none is genuine. 

InpentuRE Skins, Printed and Machme-ruled, 2s, 5d. each, 284; 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

Se oR Fottowers, Ruled, 2s, 1d. ewh, 24s, per dozen, 116g, pe 
ro - 

Reconps on Memortats, 8d. each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers, oh Books, Cash Books, Let'er or Minute Books, 
An immense stock iu various bin dings. 


MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 


STONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS 
‘¢ Exceedingly useful.””—** Standard,” Bias 
Sold by Stationers everywhere. Illustrated Catalocues postefi 
HENRY STONE, MAN fot nt am at 9 ina BANBUI 
zes can 
18, ORANBOURNE-STREET, LETOESTER SQUARE LONDON. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 


LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, A 
GENERAL PRINTERS, 


CHANCERY BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, W.G, 











Every Sameiptian 9 of printing executed with the utmost 
upon reasonable terms. 


A ren Discount for Cash. 


Temporary entrance to Y. & A.’s Works by 
Breams Buildings, Chancery Lane, during ¢ 
building of the frontage. 


LAW COPYING OFFIC 


75, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.0. 


DEED and WRITING Engrossed and Cop 
Copies, 140. per folio; no hie pone a payer. En: 
2d. per folio. Parchment, 2s 

LAW PRINTING.  dubsaeels ‘printed at ° 
fixed scale, Writs, &c., printed with Solicitor’s name, 7s. 
= Par‘iculars and.Conditions of Sale, &c., printed with 


LAW LITHOGRAPHY.—Drafts of Deeds, ‘ 


lithographed with expedition, Plans of Estates copied, red 
or colangel, and lichographed, i 


LAW STATIONERY.—Draft Paper from be 


ream, Fovlscap Pap-r from 93. per ream. Brief P 
18s, per ream. Official Envelopes of every size. 


PARCHMENT.—Indentures ruled and i 


for 15, 20, and 30 folios, 246. dozen ; Followers, 228, dozen. 


NOTE PAPER and ENVELOPES of every | 


scription. Die Sinking and Stamping. 
A ls 


ACCOUNT BOOKS from 21s. per set- 
stock of various bindings, 
Copying Presses, from 259. Stands, 15s. 6d, 
Dokstnnds. odkins, Runners, Tape, Ferret, &c., &. 


EDWARBD TANN, 


Wholesale and Retail Law, General, Commercial, and pet oe Bam 
Lithographer, Printer, Engraver, and Account 


75, CHANCERY LANE, & 308, HIGH HO 


Samples forwarded. Estimates given. 
EIGH YOUR CANDLES. — Man ores 
Allthe a of 


light-weights are about, 
Candle Company, Limited, are inte 
the a in ta ‘y their Gold Medal Politi, cone 
slowly, and of the transparency of the finest sem tee 
their New Patent Night Lights made without the 
of yeur own dealer, 








rom 





Try 
paper csse. 








